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Curonotocy oF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES,” 








THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 


History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Centu 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


(1803), 36 vols. 
istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from _ 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Gro. II. 
1066-1760 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. ITI. 
1760-1800 
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First Series. 
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| 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gmo. IIL...... 1803-4 
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Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
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Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of 
SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.I. 
First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State-—— 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. Sir MATTHEW WHITE RIDLEY, Bt. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JosEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Most Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORG HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. CHARLES THOMSON RITCHIE. 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury Rt. Hon. Kk. W. HANBURY, M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDoN GorsT, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——-W. G. ELLISON MACARTNEY, Esq.,M.P.- 
H. T. ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury ——} WILLIAM HAYEs FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lord STANLEY, M.P. 

Admiral Sir F. W. RicHarpbs, G.C B 

Vice-Admiral Sir F. G. D. BEDForp, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——{ Rear-Admiral A. K. WiLson, V.C., C.B. 

Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 

J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office-——Rt. Hon. W. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Rt. Hon. JEssE CoLLines, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of SELBORNE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.aG. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——GEORGE WYNDHAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——T. W. RUSSELL, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——J. POWELL- WILLIAMS, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Fiviay, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt,. Hon. E. CARSON, Q.U., M.P. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Courts. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of HopEroun, G.C.M.G. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWyN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PURTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Viscount CURZON, M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Earl of COVENTRY, 
Captain Yeoman of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
General Rt. Hon. Viscount BripPorRT, G.C.B. (permanent) 
Rt. Hon. Earl of KINTORE, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in-Waiti Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL. 
rés-In-Waiting——* kt, Hon. Lord HarRIs, G.C.S.L., G.C.LE. 
tt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Rt. Hon. Lord BAGor. 


SCOTLAND. 


Chief Secretary ——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFouR OF BURLEIGH. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFoUR. 

Lord Advocate ——Rt. Hon. A. G. MurRAY, Q.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord KInsBuRGH, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——CuARLES Scott-Dickson, Esq., Q.C. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor ——Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFowurR, M.P. 
Under Secretary tt. Hon. Sir DAVID HARREL, K.C.B. 
Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General——_GE0. WRIGHT, Esq. 














PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of Mor.Ey. 

Clerk of Parliaments HENrY J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees—— 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 

Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office ——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——E. F. 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON Gorbon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHES, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A: McDoNNELL ; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. ; H. P. ST 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. Bipputpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——G. I ULKES, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Sy mg 2 H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. W. WorRFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CuIzLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LockE, J. McMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
— J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BippuLPpu, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ArTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O , C.S.L 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAnp, Esq. 
Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 
Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNrEy SALTER, Esq. 
Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 
First Class Assistants——Messrs. C..WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 
Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 
Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLaAcoTtT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAuM. 
Messengers Messrs. A. J. So~man, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. i 
Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms 
Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords 








Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Mr. T. KENDRICK. 








PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant——FRANCIs B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. A. FERGUSON-DAVIK, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. LeEy, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SoMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks ——-W. Gipgons, Esq. ; F. St. GEORGE Tuprer, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; 
C. V. FrERE, Esq.; L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks——Sir E. H. Doy.x, Bart. ; S. L. StmEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq.; 
E. C. Howr Browne, Esq.; HorAcE WEsT, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; 
ARTHUR H. ELLs, Esq.; Percy A. Buu, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WYNN, Esq.; 
W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. HOLLAND, Esq.; J. W. G. BoNnD, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq.; H. C. DAWKINS, | A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; 
R. P. Cotoms, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. Cuiupers, Esq.; J. Scorr Porter, Esq.; 
F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; R. A. AUSTEN LEIGH, Esq.; W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LocxTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers——Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. Jones, G. D. WELLER, 
J. Teoucucne. J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GosseEt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class)——Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Ties, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. G. 
MILLs, Mr. R. Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY. 

Messengers (2nd Class)——Messrs. J. H. Day, J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT. 
R. TurtTue, A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON. : 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mkr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant —Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Canon BAsIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. _ 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. E. CHANDOS LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer——MRr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Billsh_——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Billa——C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. : E 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. : Clerks in 
Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HaGueE. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk——-H. A. M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E, Situ, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 
Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BRISCOE EYrkE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. HorsLEY. 
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SIXTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 14TH MAY, 1900. 
Page 
New PrEr—The Right Honourable Sir Nathaniel Lindley, Knight, having ; 
been appointed a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary under the provisions of 
the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, with the dignity of a Baron for life, 
by the style and title of Baron ‘Lindley, of East Carleton, in the reenact of 
Norfolk—was (in the usual manner) introduced ... 1 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments - 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) [H.L]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) |H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) [H.L.] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2); Gas Order 
Contrasting (No. 2) [H.L.]; Education Board Provisional Order Confir- 
mation (London) [H.L.] ; and the Certificates that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways ; Lee Conservancy ; Hamilton, Mother- 
well, and Wishaw Tramways ; Midland Railway ; and also the Certifi- 
cates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have not 
been complied with :—Crystal Palace Company [H.L. ]—(Petition for addi- 
tional Provision) ; Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited—(Petition for 
Bill) ; Cumberland eT Council ea The same were ordered to 
lie on the Table. vhs ; ee a 1 


Roe’s PaTent—Petition of John Pearce Roe, late of 150, Leadenhall Street, 
in the city of London, but now of 30, St. Mary’s Axe, in the said city, 
civil engineer, praying for leave to introduce a Bill for rendering valid 
certain letters patent granted to John Pearce Roe, for an invention for 
improvements in apparatus for shipping or transferring coal and other 
materials ; together with a copy of the olen Bill annexed therete ; 
read, and.referred to the Examiners a a : ie 2 
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STANDING Orpers CommiTreE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the petitions for additional provision in the 
following Bills : Liverpool Overhead Railway [H.L.], Salford Corporation 
[H.L.], ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to the Committee on 
the Bills to insert the additional provisions. That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the following Bills ought to be dispensed 
with, and leave given to introduce the Bills :—Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway Company, Bray Urban District Council ; read, and agreed to 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [1...] (Petition for Additional Provision); 
Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, Bill (Petition for Bill) ; Cumber- 
land County Council (Bridges) Bill—Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee on Monday next. 





North Eastern Railway Bill [u.L.|—A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee ; “a ie er iy jas ‘as are me 


South Essex Water Board Bill [1.1.]—Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bill; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


South Essex’ Water Bill [1.L.|—Report from the Select Committee, That 
it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bill ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table ; 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [.L.]|—Reported with Amendments 


South Shields Corporation Bill [H.1.]}—The CnairMAN or CoMMITTEES 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Orders made on the 26th February and on Friday last discharged, and 
Bill committed : “ae ‘ és i 


Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill—Kead 24, and committed 


Exeter Corporation Bill—Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection... - aa bis ves 


Falkirk Corporation Bill [1.L.]; Cork Electric Tramways Bill [H.1.]; 
Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L.]; Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust, Limited, Bill |#.1.]; Bristol Water Bill |#.1.]; Taff Vale Railway 
Bill [H.L.]|—Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the Commons ie ee 


Central London Railway Bill —Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners = is £46 mh ” ys 





Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills—Message from the Commons 
that they have ordered that the Committee appointed by them to join with 
the Committee of this House to consider the Railways (Ireland) Amalga- 
mation Bills do meet the Lords’ Committee in Committee Room B on 
Friday next at Two o’clock, as proposed by their Lordships 


Dublin Corporation Bill; Clontarf Urban District Council Bill—Message 
from the Commons that they have ordered that the Committee appointed 
by them to join with the Committee of this House to consider the Dublin 
Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban District Council Bill do meet the 
Lords’ Committee in Committee Room A on Thursday next, at Two 
o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships __... one ove ose oe 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons. Read 1¢; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 


(No. 74.) 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United Districts, sisted = ie L. ai aaiasonne to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House 3 : ei 


Metropolitan Police —— _— Bill—Read 3 a to 
Order), and passed j 


North Eastern Railway Bill [u.L.]; North Eastern Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill [H.L.]; Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [#.1.]; 
Withington Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Workington Railways and 
Docks Bill [H.L.] ; Salford Corporation Bill [ut]; Liverpool Overhead 
Railway Bill [H. LJ; Dublin, Wicklow, and W exford Railw ay Bill (H.1.] 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl of Carlisle be 
proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Lord Lawrence ; read, and agreed to 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2422. Argentine Republic (Rosario). 
No. 2423. United States (New York) ; a ai ie sae 


EpucATION (SCOTLAND)—General Report by the Chief Inspector of the 
Southern Division of Scotland for the year 1899 i wes i 


CoMMERCIAL No. 1 (1900) (Suez CANAL)—Returns of Shipping and Tonnage, 
1897, 1898, 1899 E bie ee ve aa ‘eh se 


INTERMEDIATE EpucATION Boarp (IRELAND)—Annual Report for the year 
1899. Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lunacy—Report to the Lord Chancellor ‘of the number of visits made, 
patients seen, and miles travelled by the Visitors of Lunatics, pursuant to 
the Lunacy Act, 1890, between Ist October, 1899, and 31st March, 1900. 
Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS—Petition for legislation to ensure adequate 
provision for, from National sources, of the Guardians of the Poor of the 
Union of Worksop ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Education (Scotland) Bill [H.L.|—-Petitions for amendment of, of the 
Edinburgh Corporation, and the Berwickshire sr Council ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... ; wie aes 


MunicipaL TRADING—Message from the Commons that they have ordered 
that the Committee appointed by them to join with the Committee of this 
House to consider municipal trading to meet the Lords Committee in the 
Chairman of Committees’ Committee Room on cm next, at Three 
of the clock, as proposed by their Lordships pe a mee 
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NEW BILL, 


Shops (Early Closin ing) Bill [u.L.]—A Bill to provide for the earlier 
closing of shops—Was presented by the Lord Avebury ; read 1%; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Tuesday, the 22nd instant. (No. 73) 





THE CHUPRA CASE—SEPARATION OF THE JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE 
FUNCTIONS IN INDIA. 


Lord Stanley of Alderley... 6 The Under Secretary of State for 
India (The Earl of Onslow) ... 


INDIAN FAMINE ADVANCES TO Ryots. 


Lord Sandhurst... ee. | The Lord Pri y Seal = iscount 
The Earl of Onslow enn Cross)... 3 


House adjourned at quarter past Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 14TH MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com. 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Gas Provisional 
Order (No. 3) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
To-morrow is - as - wis oa ” ste 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the 
following Bills, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :— 
Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited ; Cumberland County Council 
(Bridges). Ordered, That the wiki be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders ” bee 


Bedford Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed ... 
Bradford Corporation Bill—Read the third time, and passed. [New Title] 


Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent Bill [Lords]; Kingston-upon-Thames 
Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read the third bth and dela without 


amendment 


wees < (Monmouthshire) Gas Bill [Lords]; Vale of Rheidol Light 
ilway Bill ; Woodbridge District Water Bill—Read the third — and 


passed, with Amendments 


City of London (Various Powers) Bill—As amended, considered; two 
Clauses added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Liverpool Corporation Bill; Wolverhampton Gas Bill—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time : <> 
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Blackpool, St. Anne’s, - aeteciad omcaiied Bill—Read a second time 
and committed... 


Hemel Hempstead ood or (Water) Bill [Lords] ; Ipewich Corpor 
tion Tramways Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed : 


Electric reicge Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Electric hemng 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Read the third time, and passed ‘ 


Electric amiiny Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 1) Bill ; Local Ponce (Ireland) Provisional Orders hain _ 


Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill; London and North-Western Rail- 
way Bill; London and North- Western Railway (Wales) Bill—Reported 
with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Grantham Gas 
Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to empower the London 
County Council to make a Tunnel or Subway under the River Thames 
between Rotherhithe and Ratcliff and approaches thereto ; and for other 
purposes connected therewith.” Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill 
| Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Milford Docks Company ; and for other purposes.” Milford Docks Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to remove doubts as to the investment 
of moneys belonging to the life fund of the Commercial Union Assurance 
Company, Limited, in the name of the company ; and for other purposes.” 
Commercial Union Assurance Company Bill [Lords], 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer upon the Neath Harbour 
Commissioners further powers for the improvement of the Harbour ; to 
reduce and regulate the indebtedness and borrowing powers of the 
Commissioners ; and for other purposes.” {Neath Harbour Bill [Lords] 


Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill [Lords]; Milford Docks Bill [Lords] ; 
Commercial Union Assurance Company Bill [Lords] ; Neath Harbour Bill 
[Lords]|—Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Peeeenns ; Hemel Meyer 
and Isle of Thanet ; to lie upon the Table ... : 


Petty Customs Abolition (Scotland) Biil—Petitions against, from Perth ; 
and Brechin ; to lie upon the Table .. 


- Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday 1 Bill—Petition from waist 


in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Mickleton ; North Essex ; Barry ; York ;. Tiptree ; Heading- 
ley ; Manchester ; North London ; Barnard Castle ; New port ; Penarth ; 
Cardiff (two) ; Exeter Stockton-on-Tees : Sheffield (four) ; Yeovil 
Thornaby-on-Tees ; Lampeter Pontstephen ; and Clapham Road ; to lie 
upon the Table bi she at aa vin dei des ads 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill and Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Two Petitions 
from Durham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table : 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) | Bill—Petitions 
in favour, from Gartshorne; Kinross; Dunfermline; St. Monans; 
Penpont ; Thurso ; and Innerleithen ; to lie upon the Table , 


SOLDIERS AND SAILorS oN AcTIVE SERvicE—Petition from Hemel Hemp- 
stead, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table.. de ‘ids sts 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from North 
London ; Gorleston ; Bristol ; Exeter; Barnard Castle; and Cotham ; to 


lie upon ‘the Table 
tvETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND)—-Copy presented, of Report of the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland for the _— 1899 (by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table . 


NATIONAL ScHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRELAND) PENSION FuND—Annual Accounts 
presented, of Receipts and Payments for the period to 31st December, 
1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table a vine be isi ies 


IMPERIAL DEFENCE ACT, 1888—Account presented, of all Moneys issued from 
the Consolidated Fund, of Sums borrowed, and of Transactions in relation 
to Sums so borrowed, up to 31st March, 1900, in pursuance of the Act 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 174.] .. 


EpucaTIon (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL REPORTS)—Copy presented, of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Southern Division of Scotland for 
the year 1899 [by Command] ; te lie upon the Table 2 


COLONIES (COLONIAL Acts, RoyaL AssENT)—Address for “Return of the 

names of Bills, since the date covered by the House of Lords Return, 

No. 196, of 1894, passed by both Houses, of the Legislature in Colonies 

emg responsible government, to which’ Her Majesty has not given 

er Assent, and of Bills so passed with a Suspending Clause, under which 

the Act does not come into operation until proclaimed, in respect of 
which no such Proclamation has been made.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


RaiLways (ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY SERVANTS OTHER THAN TRAIN ACCI- 
DENTS)—Return ordered, “ showing, for each year from 1894 to 1899 
inclusive, (1) the number of Railway Servants killed by accidents in which 
the movement of vehicles used exclusively on Railways was concerned ; 
and (2) the number of instances in which such fatal accidents to Railw ay 
Servants have been investigated by Inspectors of the Board of Trade, in 
the following form :— 

a. 2. 





a | Number of such fatal accidents 
" 7 investigated b 


Year. Servants killed 
: Inspectors of the Board of Trade. 











(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 166, of Session 1894.)”— 
(Mr. Channing.) sks 5 a Sy - 
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QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—STRATEGY AND TACTICS—LESSONS OF THE WAR— 
Questions, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) and Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The Under ices aie of State for War - 
Wyndham, Dover) 


ALLEGED BoER TREACHERY—Question, —— Donelan Ce ares Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham Ke ‘ sos oat 


MAFEKING—MEASURES FOR RELIEF—Question, Sir J. Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Me ei ‘és te = ss 


RENEWAL OF CLOTHING FOR THE TROOPS—Question, Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham at 


PosTAGE RATES ON LETTERS FROM TROOPS AT THE FRONT—Question, Mr. 
Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.); Answer, The Financial esos v eg to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) isa ial oy a a 


MILit1A—OFFICERS VOLUNTEERING BEFORE EMBODIMENT—Question, Sir 
George Fardell (Paddington, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee ee 


VOLUNTEER SERGEANT-MAJORS AND INSTRUCTORS—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham s tea lla hs iis 


RoyaL Minirary CoLiece, SANDHURST—Sirk E. MARKHAM—Question, 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping); Answer, Mr. Wyndham Ba 


THE DEFENCES OF peecanaertioee ates ~—— Rasch — S. ean — 
Mr. Wyndham ‘ ‘ : ‘ fod 


RIFLE RANGES IN WARWICKSHIRE—Question, Colonel Milward eter 
shire, Stratford-upon-Avon) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INDIAN FAMINE — STATISTICS — Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
— Green, N.E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India — 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) sie 


INDIAN FAMINE—ADVANCES TO RyoTs—Question, Sir eres Bhow- 
naggree ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ‘ iss one 








INDIAN 
lean (Cardiff); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... 


,» 2 


. Mae- 


IMPORTS OF SUGAR INTO INDIA—Question, Mr. Maclean; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton oe ix a wie sia eae ial : 


ASHANTI—DISTURBANCES AT CoOMASSIE—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, \ eer men ; 


ASHANTI—ARMS IN POSSESSION OF THE NATIVES—Question, Mr. Hedder- 
wick (Wicks Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ist Li 20s 


TARQUAH-CooMASSIE RaiLway—Questions, Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham) and Mr. Buchanan ssanepumaasscasi E.); Answers, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ee eee oon ove ote ove 
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SoutH AFRICA—AUSTRALIA ee ee Mr. _— (Tipperary, aaa 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. , me 


West AUSTRALIAN MINERS’ ee any Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, 
S.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a4 i -~ aa 


NIGERIA—RECENT FIGHTING—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain os ae sie We a ve is 


New Sours Wares DeatuH Duties—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 2 ‘iia ox a 


PAYMENTS TO CROWN AGENTS—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain A a sas pies ee kis sy 


UGANDA RAILWAY EXPENDITURE ACCOUNTS—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Poor Law OFFICIALS—RETURN OF SALARIES, ETC.—Question, Mr. Lawrence 
(Liverpool, Abercromby) ; Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ... a iat 


LocaL Loans SINKING FuND—Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin i ce wn ote 


Coroners’ INQUESTS — JURYMAN’s OATH — PONTYPRIDD COMPLAINT — 
Question, Mr. Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.); Answer, The Secre- 
tary of State for the Home oer mr M. White Ridley, Lancashire, 
Blackpool) 


Sr. NicHotas INDusTRIAL ScHooLt, Manor Park--FaTauity To A. H. 
W ghana Mr. Flower atieuaes Wi aga Sir M. White 
Ridley . : se 


Compton (Surrey) BuriAL BoarpD—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ss “ 


‘DisPOsAL OF DISEASED CARCASES—Question, Major Rasch; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) 


PorTLAND PLACE (LONDON, W.) Post ee Mr. Soames 
(Norfolk, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury , ss is 


NATIONAL PHysICAL LABORATORY AT KEw—Question, Lord Balcarres (Lan- 
cashire, Chorley); Answer, Mr. Hanbury st 5k 





GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY OF IRELAND-—-CLONES LEVEL CROSSING 
Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, The President of 
the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... é tie 


RusH Harsour— WRECK OF THE “ DOLLY VARDEN ”—Questions, Mr. Clancy 
(Dublin County, N.) and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie 


BELFAST AND County Down Rattway CoMPpANy STEAMERS—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie is a 


EMIGRATION FROM IRELAND—Questions, Captain Donelan and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, The Chief siege as for Ireland cungite G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) . ooses o * ‘a eee 
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Irish NATIONAL SCHOOL me ee Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour... ect we by fis ae sik thé rats 

WorRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT—EXTENSION TO NAVAL AND MILITARY 


SERVANTS—Question, Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... bas 


THE HaGuE CONFERENCE—Question, Mr. Maddison ee icreimti 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


DEFAULTING BANKERS, BROKERS AND SOLICITORS—SUGGESTED LEGISLATION 
—QQuestion, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, _— and Sir Charles Cameron ; 


Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 





PERSONAL EXPLANATSON—-MR. LEES KNOWLES AND MR. S. Woops. 


Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, I.) 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


British Museum Bill pa A ro the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 197.] owe e ae 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—-Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 175 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 175.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into con- 
sideration upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 198.]... “on 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill [Introduction]. 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies ual J. 7s ene sium 
ham, W.) sh “és ne ap 
Motion made, and ais isla “That leave be given to introduce 
a Bill to constitute the Commonwealth of Australia.”—(Mr. Secretary 
Chamberlain.) 


DIscussion :—- 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, 
(Stirling Burghs) eee St. Albans) . 
Mr, Faber (York) ... i Mr. Haldane (Haddin gtonshire) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- Mr. Stanley Leighton ssaenit 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 86 © shire, Oswestry) ' 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain, Mr. 
Balfour, and Mr. Attorney General. 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtu Sertes.] b 
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Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—‘To constitute the 
Commonwealth of Australia,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 199.] 


Uganda Railway Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHEr (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 7, at end, to add ‘and as if in Section 2, Sub- section 3 


thereof, Comptroller and Auditor-General were substituted for Treasury.’ ”— 
(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there added.” 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) oe 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question proposed, “‘ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 





Bill reported without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 122 
Louth) ... 109 Mr. Sydney Buzxton (Tower 
The Under Secretary -y of State Hamlets, Poplar)... a 1 
Sor Foreign Affairs (Mr. Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 129 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- Mr. Weir (Ross and € romarty) 130 
ford) ... 114 Mr. Brodrick ... 132 
Mr. Bayley (Derb yshire, Mr. Labouchere (No thampton) 135 
Chesterfield) 117 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn a 140 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swan Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ... 141 
sea District) 120 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147 ; Noes, 41. (Division List No. 123.) 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
Bill reported, without amendment; to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 
Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill—As amended, considered. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... 145 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Poor Removal Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
ma Caldwell ikesaasie e, The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
Mid) ... 147 ment neal T.W. Russell, 
Tyrone, 8.) . ban - 47 
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County Surveyors (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 


Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 


Public Health (Ireland) Bill—Read a second time, and committed for 
Thursday he uae sn po vat wa ihe vis if 


NEW BILL. 


SEPARATE ASSESSMENT OF LAND—Bill to provide for the Separate Assess- 
ment of Land, and to amend the Law relating to Parochial Assessments in 
England and Wales, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Billson, Mr. Burt, 
Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Fenwick, and Mr. Trevelyan. 


Separate Assessment of Land Bill—‘ To provide for the Separate Assess- 
ment of Land, and to amend the Law relating to Parochial Assessments in 
England and Wales,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, 30th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 200.] le sek ait od bes ria od se ‘4: 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 15TH MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :—Market Weighton Drainage and Naviga- 
tion ; Water Orders Confirmation [H.L.]; North Metropolitan Rail- 
way and Canal. 


The same were ordered to lie upon the Table 


STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the petitions for additional provision in the 
following Bills :—North British Railway [H.L.]; North-Eastern Railway 
oe ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to the Committee on 
the Bills to insert the additional provisions. 


Read, and agreed to 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill—A Petition of 
Messrs. Grahames, Currey, and Spens, of No. 30, Great George Street, 
Westminster, parliamentary agents, praying for leave to present a Petition 
of Hamilton Corporation, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, 
although the time limited by Standing Order No. 93 for presenting such 
Petition has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing 
Order No. 93 to be considered on Thursday next, in order to its being 
dispensed with in respect of the said Petition tis abe nd 
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London County Tramwa is $e (No. 2) Bill—A Petition of Messrs. Watson, 
Sons, and Room, of No. 16, Bridge Road, Hammersmith, solicitors, 
praying for leave to present a Petition of Hammersmith Vestry, praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited by 
Standing Order No. 93 for presenting such Petition has expired ; reau, 
and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be con- 
sidered on ‘Thursday next, in order to its Tne popes.) with in respect 
of the said Petition mt ; be 


Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellin ington Railways (Abandonment) 
Bill [H..]—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 


Spalding Urban District Council (Water) Bill; W Lictsanaaabe and Bow 
Railway Bill [H.L.|—Reported with Amendments . 


Glasgow and South Western narrery eas iiss L. isaaaa 3", and vasnanie 
and sent to the Commons 


Charing | aihaaiden med bee Serer Serer wad —Read 3°, and 
passe , 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [{H.L.]; Rawmarsh Urban District Council 
(Tramways) Bill {H.L.}—Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the Commons.. 


bas do! District Water Bill; Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill—- 
Read 3%, with the vemeataiea and = and returned to the 
Commons ; ‘ 


Bedford Gas Bill: Bradford Corporation Bill; Vale of Rheidol Light . Rail- 
way Bill; Woodbridge District Water Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1¢; ‘and referred to the Examiners 4 


Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent Bill [H.L.]; Kingston-upon-Thames Cor- 
poration ill {H.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Newport (Monmouthshire) os. Bill int ats Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments.. - ve 


—— Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill “ 1; Electric Light- 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.] ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 

Bill [H.L.]; Gas Orders Confirmation — (0. He Bill al L. haere 2" (accord- 

ing to Order) . ; ; ze on 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]|—-House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made; Standing Committee 
negativ ed ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill (No. 79); Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 80); Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill (No. 81); Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill (No. 82); Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 1)’ Bil (No. 83); Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill (No. 84)--Brought from the res read 1¢; to 
be printed ; and releih ed to the Examiners . di 


South Eastern Railway Bill [er]; ae Corporation “ee ements 
Bill [H.L.] ; South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways 
Bill [u.L.|; Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads Bill [H.1.]— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Headley be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Lord Wandsworth ; read, and agreed to es 
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Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill [u.1.] ; Glasgow Building Regula- 
tions Bill [H.L.]; Glasgow District Tramways Bill Fae North British 
Railway Bill [H.L.]|—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Earl of Clarendon be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Farquhar ; read, and 
agreed to iw 7 ‘te os “ee via is a ws 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ée. 


West Inpies (JAMAICA)—Contract between the Crown Agents for the Colonies 
and Messrs. Elder, Dempster, and Company, for a steamship service 
between Jamaica and the United Kingdom, dated 19th April, 1900 


STEEL Kar_s—Report of the Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
inquire into the loss of strength in steel rails through use on railways ; 
together with the appendices thereto 


TREATY SERIES, No. 11 (1900)—Convention between the United Kingdom and 
France, regulating the telegraphic communication between the two 
countries ; signed at Paris 17th February, 1900: (ratifications exchanged 
at Paris, 2nd April, 1900). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


GaAs AND WATER Works Facixities Act, 1870—Report by the Board of 
Trade as to dispensing with the consent of the Tonbridge Urban District 
Council in the case of the Tonbridge Water Provisional Order _ ... an 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRELAND) PENSIONS FUND—Accounts of receipts 
and payments for the period to 31st December, 1899 vii be 


IMPERIAL DrrENcE—Account of all moneys issued from the Consolidated Fund, 
of sums borrowed, and of transactions in relation to sums so borrowed, 
up to 31st March, 1900, in pursuance of the Imperial Defence Act, 1888. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


Education (Scotland) Bill [.u.|—Petitions for amendment of, of Lord 
Provost, etc., of Perth; Perthshire County Council ; and Committee on 
Secondary Education for the County of Perth ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table ea eis ie ne “- ave sé 


NEW BILLS. 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill [u.L.|—A Bill to 
amend the law as to marriage contracted in the Colonies with a deceased 
wife’s sister—was presented by the Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal ; 
read 1¢; and to be printed. [No. 75.] — ... Ae: ek Gad sik 


Diocesan Records Bill [H.1.]—A Bill to make better provision for the 
custody of diocesan records—was presented by the Lord Belper ; read 14; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Friday next. [No. 76. ‘ 


Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill [No. 77]; Poor Removal Bill [No. 
78|—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; and to be printed ... os 
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Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—{Second Reading]—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a second time.—(Lord Avebury.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The The Earl of Kimberley 
Earl of Halsbury) sae: 
On Question, agreed to. 
Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


Navy--Free Detivery or LETTERS AND TELEGRAMS [FROM SHORE TO 
SHip ON Home Stations. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Sidmouth .. 156 The Postmaster General (The 
Earl Spencer a an Marquess of Londonderry) ... 


The Earl of Kimberley... 


House adjourned at Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 15TH MAY, 1900. 


London and India Docks Joint Committee Bill (By Order)—{Second 
Reading. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(Mr. Cripps.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Alban Gibbs.) 


Question put, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
8S.) se he 0 ATO The President of the Board of 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Green, SW.) ... me Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) aS 


Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) 176 
Question put, and negatived. 
Words added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 


asin, ingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords] (By Order 
—Order for stead Reading read. 1 @y 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read 
a second time.” 
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Amendment proposed— 
‘© To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘‘ upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Joseph Alfred Pease.) 
156 Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- Mr. William Jones (Carnarvon- 
gomeryshire)  ... 189 shire, Arfon) ... 202 
Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, General Laurie (Pembr oke and 
Edgbaston)... 193 Haverfordwest) - 202 
Mr. Grant Lawson (Ye ork Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E. D3 ae 
shire, N.[t., Thirsk)... 197 Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
The Secretary of State for Boroughs) a ... 204 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain, Birmingham, W.) 200 
“ Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 140. (Division List No. 124.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords] (By Order). Order 
for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
Amendment proposed— 
‘“¢ To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months’ ”—(Mr. Field.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 2 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, The President of the Board of Agri- 
N. 212 culture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, 
Mr. | Lawrence (Liver pool West Derby) . 217 
8 Abercromby) 213 Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, 
Serjeant Hemphill a yrone, Scotland) . 220 
: N.) } 216 Mr. Wolff (Belfast, B.)... .. 221 
: Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question pu , and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 
PRIVATE Bit~ts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
whieh are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Great 
Central nailed Bill ose Ordered that the Bill be read a second 
time 221 
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CUMBERLAND County CounciL (BripcEs)—Petition for Bill ; referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders -. as om ide see 


Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill—Read a second time, and committed 


ELectric LiGHTING ProvisionAL Orpers (No. 10)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Battersea, Limehouse, Mile End Old 
Town, and St. George-in-the-East, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie 
and Mr. Hanbury. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Battersea, Limehouse, Mile 
End Old Town, and St. George-in-the-East,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 201.] si she - es ae 


ELEcTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 11)—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Marylebone, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill—“To confirm a 
Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Marylebone,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 202.] ; “ bis * 

LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (Poor LAw)—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
the Hursley Union and the parish of Saint Mary Magdalen, Bermondsey, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill—* To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the 
Hursley Union and the Parish of Saint Mary Magdalen, Bermondsey,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 203} ... 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Cuckfield 
(Rural), Leigh, Milford Haven, and Wallasey, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—“To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the.Local Government Board relating to Cuckfield 
(Rural), Leigh, Milford Haven, and Wallasey,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 204] aa 4x 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 9)—Bill to eonfirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Burton- 
upon-Trent, Dorchester, the Parts of Kesteven, Warrington, and 
Winchester, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. 
Chaplin. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—-“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Burton-upon-Trent, Dorchester, the Parts of Kesteven, Warrington, and 


Winchester,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 205.] 


LoNDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOLBORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER-—Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaries for State for improving an area situated in the parishes of St. 
James and St. John, Clerkenwell, and St. Andrew, Holborn, in the county 
of London, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings and Secretary 
Sir Matthew White Ridley. 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill—‘‘To 
confirm a Provisional Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaries of State for improving an area situated in the parishes of St. 
James and St. John, Clerkenwell, and St. Andrew, Holborn, in the 
county of London,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 206] : a ree ae ei 


Lonpon (Poplar) PROvIsIONAL ORDER—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State for improving 
an area situate in the parishes of Poplar and Bromley-by-Bow, in the 
county of London, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings and 
Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley. 


London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill—‘“To confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State for 
improving an area situated in the parishes of Poplar and Bromley-by-Bow, 
in the county of London,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 207.] ... és ati ih 


Private Bits (Grour B)—Ordered, That Professor Vivian B. Lewes do 
attend the Committee on oe B of Private Bills ita at apres te 
Three of the clock bi ‘ 


Raitway BILis (Group 5)—Ordered, That Charles Herbert Wilkinson do 
attend the Committee on Group 5 of Railway Bills during the pr wiattinn 
on the Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill : : 


PRIVATE Bits (Group D)—Ordered, That Mr. H. M. Swaine do attend the 
Committee on Group D of Private Bills on nnitieis at babies Eleven 
of the clock, and produce documents . 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 5) Bili (Provisional Orders)— 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders included in the Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 5) Bill.”—-(Mr. Ritchie) one 

STANDING ORDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 

1. “That, in the case of the Tottenham Urban District Council Bill, 
Petition for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to introduce their addi- 
tional Provision, if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 

2. “That, in the case of the London and San Francisco Bill [Lords], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 
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3. “That, in the case of the North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply 
Bill, Petition for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to introduce their addi- 
tional Provision, if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


SELECTION—Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following Member from the Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons on the Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills :—Mr. 
Buchanan ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Hazell. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


Charing Cross and Strand ay Supply Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... ve 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Metropolitan 
Police Provisional Order Bill, without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the 
Magistrates and Town Council of the burgh of Falkirk to construct new 
gasworks and other works and to acquire lands; and to confer further 
powers on the magistrates and council in relation to their gas undertaking ; 
to extend the municipal and police.boundaries of the burgh ; and for 
other purposes.” Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to enable the Cork Electric Tramways 
and Lighting Company, Limited, to extend their tramways to Blackrock ; 
and for other purposes.” Cork Electric Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to enable the Rhymney Railway Com- 
pany to raise additional capital ; and for other purposes.” Rhymney 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for enabling the Brewery and Commer- 
cial Investment Trust, Limited, to arrange for the extinction of its 
founders’ shares ; for issuing shares in satisfaction of such shares ; for 
subdividing the stock of the Company and creating certain preferences ; 
and for other purposes.” Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust, 
Limited, Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to extend the powers of the Bristol 
Waterworks Company for the protection of the purity of their waters.” 
Bristol Water Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Taff Vale Railway Company with reference to the construction of 
works and the acquisition of lands and for other purposes.” Taff Vale 
Railway Bill [Lords] ... ty ait boi bes fas 


Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords]; Cork Electric Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords]; Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust, Limited, Bill ‘wach E Bristol Water Bill [Lords]; Taff Vale 
Railway Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills te BPA abs 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group H)—Ordered, That the said Mr. Cornelius Veale 
Dalton do attend the Committee on Group H of Private Bills on Thursday 
next at Twelve of the clock ... ie = se spy ea an 
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PETITIONS, 
Dogs Regulation Bill—Petition from Perth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 228 
ee Land Registry (New oa peti me Den from Clerkenwell, against 
25 to lie upon the Table ... 228 
Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the 
Committee on Temperance of the United sie aa ase Church, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 228 
r Local Authorities Officers’ ee aie Rr i ecin from Erith, 
26 in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... he - . 228 
: Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 8) Ba 
6 Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 228 
Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Manchester ; and Holborn ; 
lie upon the Table : a on 228 
Petty Customs Abolition > gmacamas al Petition from A eer 
against ; to lie upon the Table : 228 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Two Petitions from 
Lewes, in favour ; to lie upon the Table _... - oe 
Sale of nay woceig si, Do Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Coatham ; Bridgwater; Bradford (two); Sheffield (four) ; 
Barnsley ; Furness Vale; Hextable ; Wareham ; Port Sunlight ; Lincoln 
(two) ; Stamford Hill ; Parton ; Pontyoymmer ; Bridgend ; Blaengarw ; 
Bath ; Framwellgate Moor ; Liverpool ; Leyland ; Marple ; Gwalodygarth ; 
Sidcup ; New Shildon ; and Durham (two) ; to lie upon the Table ~~... 228 
Sale of Intoxicatin, ng Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the 
Scottish Licensed Trade Defence Association, against; to lie upon the 
Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Inverness ; Edinburgh (four) ; Cowdenbeath ; 
Gullane ; United Presbyterian Church Temperance Committee ; Currie ; 
Glasgow ; Tarbert Lochfyne ; Dunoon; Whiteinch ; noone Saltcoats ; 
Stonehaven ; and Perth ; to lie upon the Table... 228 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—Petitions for legislation, from 
Cannock ; Stone ; and Wakefield ; to lie upon the Table ... sh see} 239 
Sunday Closing 2 mara Bill—Petition from Mitchell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table .. ei oe wis ms shi suis 229 
Temperance Reform Threefold Option (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
avour, from Dumbarton; Dalkeith; and Fetteresso; to lie upon the 
Table ... “ih ey ie wad ise hi sa cod sw | 229 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LocaL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND (TECHNICAL EpucaTion)—Return_pre- 
sented relative thereto [ordered 23rd June, 1899 ; The Lord pierignad to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 176. a ods 229 
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STEEL Ratts—Co opy presented, of Report of the Committee appointed by the 
Board of Trade to inquire into the loss of strength in steel rails — 
use on railways, together with the pepenition thereto to [by Sepmerihs 
lie upon the Table : ‘ ‘ 


Gas AnD Water Works Faciuities Act, 1870—Copy presented, of Report 
by the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consent of the Tonbridge 
Urban District Council in the case of the Tonbridge Water Provisional 
Order [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 177] . 


West Inpres (JAMAtca)—Copy presented, of Contract between the Crown 
Agents for the Colonies and Messrs. Elder, Dempster, and Company for a 
steamship service between Jamaica and the United Kingdom [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table pis es ses ‘ 


Suez CanaL (CommerciaL, No. 1, 1900)—Copy presented, of Returns of 
Shipping and Tonnage, 1897, 1898, and 1899 (in continuation of “Com- 
mercial, No. 4, 1899 ”) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Treaty Series (No. 11, 1900)—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France regulating the telegraphic communication 
between the two countries. Signed at Paris, “lith February, 1900. 
Ratifications State at seni ond April, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ~~ ae ae oe wa on See 


TRADE REporTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic ard Con- 
sular Reports, Annual pain Nos. 2422 and 2423 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table saa " ses ies ton ian a 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—PAARDEBERG OPERATIONS—AMBULANCE COMPANIES 
—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 2 sbi 3 


PROMOTION FROM THE RANKS—IRISH anaes eteeitinaamaniea Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . a P = she 


COMPENSATION TO SOLDIERS’ RELATIONS—METHOD OF PAYMENT-—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke onan ec Forest of mere: 6 ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ : 


THE QUEEN’s CHRISTMAS GIFT TO THE ga oe at ee Rasch 
(Essex, S.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham } ; 44 


THE NAvy—INOCULATION AGAINST FEVER—Question, Mr. Brown (Shrop- 
shire, Wellington) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty _— Austen 
Chamberlain, W orcestershire, E.) 


War MEDAL ror NavaAL Forces—Question, Lord Balcarres Aa RBES TS 
Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain i jan 38 


ROYAL ARTILLERY—RESERVE OF OFFICERS—RETIRED agence ithe damier 
Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ie $4 


Army Contracts CommitrEE—Mr. Houston—PriviLrcE—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The Patronage Secretary to the trvvestig sm 
William Walrond, Devonshire, Tiverton) , 
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230: 
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MILITARY EDUCATION IN SCHOOLS—ETON COLLEGE MEMORANDUM--—Question, 
Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


VOLUNTEER oe pega Mr. F. W. Wilson rer Te er 
Mr. Wyndham : fs ao Fa : 


VoLUNTEER .CAMPS---RAILWAY PRIVILEGES—Question, Mr. Howell — 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ; a ; ; 


VoLUNTEER CAMPS—FACILITIES FOR MUNICIPAL SERVANTS—Question, Mr. 
Howell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a uk oe se * 


VoLUNTEERS—CycList COMPANIES—Question, Mr. Howell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham vist ses sb ~ rive abs wa 


MARRIED VOLUNTEERS—-SEPARATION ALLOWANCES-—Question, Mr. Howell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Sin si =e ee ‘a a 


Capet Corps UNIFoRMS—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham in a RS es “aa 54 


RirLE CLuBs AND RANGES—Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INDIAN Famine—Statistics—Question, Colonel Milward (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India hic 
G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) é 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL—PROPOSAL TO HEAR DELEGATES AT THE 
Bar—Question, Mr. T. B. Curran (Donegal, N.); Answer, The panei 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Matts—Pusiic MEETING ORDINANCE—Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson (York- 
shire, W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain , 


Cuina—RussiaAN Rartway COoNcCEssions—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- 
Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... + 


Crown AGENTS—REMUNERATION AND COMMISSION-—Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick is rr. 


VENEZUELAN ARBITRATION—ATTORNEY GENERAL'S FEES—Question, Mr. 
Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ~ _ di ‘ uss 


Law Orricers’ FEEs. Mr. Coghill ; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 





IsLE OF WIGHT FIsHING GROoUNDS—DAMAGE BY PorTsMOUTH HoppERs— 
Question, Sir Cameron Gull (Devonshire, Barnstaple); Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... ap ih 


8.S. “ MEXICAN ”—NATIONALITY OF THE CREWS—Question, Mr. Alban Gibbs 
(London) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ids ae ae we 


RaILWAY SEASON TICKET 6° egilliemaneue i Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie © wi da big uk 


PAUPER IMBECILES AND EPILEPTICS—Question, Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : oie 
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CuIEF INSPECTOR OF FACTORIES—REPORT FOR 1899-—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home ei) ecw = M. 
White Ridley, Lancashire, Sleaford) .. : 


Crensus—Pay or ENu si saiia tation: Mr. H. P. Pease 2 (Dartington) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury... as (a i ie 


KHAKI-COLOURED CLOTHES IN Qsocm—-couliill Mr. Parker Smith ina, 
shire, Partick) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley és ae sah 


Lorps oF APPEAL—ENGLISH, SCOTCH, AND IRISH APPOINTMENTS—Questions, 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour a 


ScoTTisH FISHERY AND CONGESTED Districts BoarD’s REPORTS—Question, 
Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate sade A. Graham revi Bute- 
shire) 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ hes iaaiiabi dia Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, The Chief er for Ireland ome G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) 


County ANTRIM SuB-CoMMISsION—Mr. roisvabioest pid Mr. M‘Cartan 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour we oe sia 


Irish RAILWAYS AND CANALS—VICEREGAL COMMISSION—Questions, Mr. 
Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) and Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) ; Answers, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour sii ae se xe — oe ihe 


PROCEDURE OF THE HovusE—BLOcKING NotTicE—Mr. DuNcomBrE’s NOTICE 
—Question, Mr. anita en B) asin Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... e 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


New Writ—For the Borough of Manchester (South Division), in the room 
of the Right Hon. John Douglas Sutherland Campbell, commonly called 
Marquess of Lorne, now Duke of Argyll, called ah to the House of Peers. 
—(Sir William Walrond.) , 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. HALSEY sepia from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice and Legal Pro- 
cedure :—Mr. Crombie ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Edmund 
Robertson. 


Mr. Hatsgy further reported from the Committee, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure, the following Fifteen Members in respect of the Borough Funds 
Bill:—Mr. William Allan (Gateshead), Mr. Banbury, Mr. Carvill, Sir 
Charles Dilke, Mr. Doughty, Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. 
William Moore, Mr. Palmer, Colonel Pilkington, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. J. Samuel, Mr. Charles Shaw, and Mr, Tomlinson. 


Mr. Ha.sky further reported from the Committee of Selection, That 
they had discharged the following Members from the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures :—Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Cohen, Sir Reginald 
Hanson, Mr. Wolff, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Kemp, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 
and Mr. Ritchie ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Victor Caven- 
dish, Captain Bethel, Colonel Milward, Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. A. K. Loyd, 
Mr. ‘Monckton, Sir Charles Welby, and Mr. Grant Law ySON ; caper to 
lie upon the Table : i 
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Land Charges Bill [Lords]—Reported from the Standing Committee on 
Law, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 178.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed, 
[No. 178.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered om 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 208] se si ies oer wa 


IRISH EDUCATION. 
The Chief Secretary for Ire- Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 
land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ... .. 248 
Bill to amend Section 18 of the Irish Education Act, 1892, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
and Mr. Horace Plunkett 


Irish Education Bill—‘To amend Section 18 of the Irish Education Act, 
1892,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 209.] wil : 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 248 Mr. Dillon A 


Bill to amend the Law relating to Intermediate Education in Ireland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland, and Mr. Horace Plunkett. 


Intermediate Education (Ireland) Bill—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to 
Intermediate Education in Ireland,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 210.] 


PusLic WorsHip REGULATION Act (1874) AMENDMENT-—-Bill to amend the 
Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Henry David Greene, Mr. Radcliffe Cooke, and Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


Public bloc ag Regulation Act (1874) Amendment Bill—‘“To amend 
the Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 211] ... ses as ca oii ‘ae is ess 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES—Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That leave be given to introduce a Bill to amend the Law with 
respect to the rate of interest payable on deposits in the Post Office 
Savings Bank, and on money invested with the National Debt Commis- 
sioners on behalf of Trustee Savings Banks and Friendly Societies, and 
for other purposes connected with Trustee Savings Banks,’—(M7. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. Broadhurst 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to amend the Law with respect to the rate of interest payable on 
deposits in the Post Office Savings Bank, and on money invested with the 
National Debt Commissioners on behalf of Trustee Savings Banks and 
Friendly Societies, and for other purposes connected with Trustee Savings 
Banks, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Bill—‘To amend the Law with 
respect to the rate of interest payable on deposits in the Post Office 
Savings Banks, and on money invested with the National Debt Commis- 
sioners on behalf of Trustee Savings Banks and Friendly Societies, and 
for other purposes connected with Trustee Savings Banks,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 212.] bs vai dis di. 

ARCHITECTS’ REGISTRATION—Bill to provide for the Registration of Archi- 


tects, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir William 
Coddington, Mr. Maurice Healy, and Mr. Price. 


Architects’ Registration Bill—“To provide for the Registration of 
Architects,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 


upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 213.] 


War Orrick Contracts—Motion made, and Question proposed, *‘ That Mr. 
Houston be discharged from the Select Committee on War Office 
Contracts ; that Colonel Mellor be added to the said Committee.” —(Sir 
William Walrond.) 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That Mr. Houston be discharged from the Select Committee 
“on War Office Contracts. 


Ordered, That Colonel Mellor be ‘added to the said Committze 
William W ‘ulrond.) 


(Sir 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION [RESOLUTION]. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is desirable that the 
Government should introduce legislation dealing with the subject, and 


create a scheme for the national registration of plumbers.”—Mr. Lves 
Knowles). 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Michael Austin (Lime- The Sevretury to the Local 
rick, W.) ™ 263 Government Board (Mr. 7. 
Sir Fortescue Flannery W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) .. 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) 264 Mr. Banbur) y (Camberw ell, 
Mr. Hobhouse  (Somer- Peckham)... Yee 
setshire, E.) ... ,oe ) BED Mr. Tomlinson (Pre. ston) * 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, 
Patrick) ‘ 267 W. 
Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrets Mr. 8. T. Evans (Glamorgan 
bury) . ; 268 shire, Mid) .. 


Motion, by leave, w wislitiiin, 





‘LONDON THEATRES—SUPERVISION OF PLays, ETC. [RESOLUTION ]|—Motion 
made, and Question proposed, “ That this House regrets the growing 
tendency to put upon the stage plays of a demoralising character, and 
considers that a stricter supervision of theatrical performances is needed 
alike in the interest of the public and the theatrical profession.”—(J/r. 
Samuel Smith.) 


Page 


to 
or 
rx 


to 
ot 
— 


256 


Lo 
ee | 
or 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. xxxiii 


Page May 15.} Page 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. William Johnston (Bel- Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Bright- 
fast, 8.) 286 side) 298 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- Sir Mark Stewart (Kirendbright- 
pool, Scotland)... 286 shire) 302 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Channing (Northampton 
254 Regis) 291 shire, E.) ... 303 
Mr. Souttar (Dumfries Mr. Gedge (Walsall) .. ... 304 
shire) . 294 Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W. 2c; Oe 
The Secretary ‘'y of “State for Mr. Banbury Aaons Peck- 
the Home Department ham) 307 
(Sir M. White Ridley, Mr, Steadman ‘(Tower “Hamlets, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) 296 Stepney)... 307 
954 Lord Hugh ‘ecil (Greer nw wich) .. 308 


It being Midnight, Mr. SPEAKER proceeded to interrupt the Business— 


Whereupon Mr. SAMUEL SMITH rose in his place, and claimed to move 
“That the Question be now put” ; but Mr. SPEAKER withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that question. 


to 
ot 
_— 


Debate adjourned. 


Adjourned at Five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 16TH MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
256 
Baker Street and Waterloo _—, Bill—-As amended, considered ; 

be read the third time Pe os ae 


Higham Ferrers Water Bill [Lords|—As amended, considered; an 
Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time . wid oe — 


Kingston- “upon- -Thames Gas Bill [Lords]; Southampton Harbour “ 
Lords]; South Lancashire Tramways BillAs amended, considered ; 


be rea the third time v5: aca fo ce? us mt ... 309 


Great Indian Peninsular Railway Company Bill; Great Southern and 
269 Western Railway Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed ... 309 


273 LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDER (HousING OF WORKING CLASSES)— 

3 Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board 
relating to Bath, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. 
274 Chaplin. 


275 Local Government Provisional Order prt of Working Classes 
Bill)—“To confirm a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board 

relating to Bath,” presented and read the first time ; to be referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 214] ... 309 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 10)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Harrogate, 
Heywood, Ripon, Rochdale, and Tunbridge Wells, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Harrogate, 
Heywood, Ripon, Rochdale, and Tunbridge Wells,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 215]... fo ts si 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 15th May ; Mr. mares to lie _ the iis and to 
be printed. [No. 179] > i 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill ; East London Water Bill; City of 
London Electric Lighting Bill—Reported, with pc pato Reports t to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed oo 


Ilfracombe oy eg Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed Ses oes : es ¥F 


PETITIONS. 
Companies Bill—Petition from Halifax, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) — from Kilmarnock, 
against ; to lie upon the Table a 3 i. res = 


Inebriates Amendment pe) wag Petition from —* in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table . 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act (1854) Amendment nigella Petitions 
from Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) eesaeaindl ee from 
Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) ee from Motherwell, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ba ves ‘ 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill— 
Petitions in favour, from Stratford and West Ham; and Lewisham and 
Lee ; to lie upon the Table © a ve * 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for “gppeneaa from a and St. aaa ds _ 
ton ; to lie upon the Table 


Petty Customs Abolition simone eaincuamaisd from ‘aed against ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later etree east Petition from saaaaetin 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table _... ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Shipley ; Lee; Colchester; Tongwynlais ; Blyth ; Troedy- 
rhiw ; Penarth ; Barr v ; Pontyclun ; Maendy; Elswick ; ; Nunhead ; ; Ruabon ; 
Bath ; Women’s Total Abstinence Union ; Colchester (two) ; Sheffield 
(two) ; Stratford ; Tyla Gwyn ; Abergavenny ; Ecclesfield ; Handsworth ; 
Stornaw ay ; Liverpool (two) ; Hemel dai ise Cubitt Town ; ners ; 
and London ; to lie upon the Table . : : 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Galashiels (two); Falkirk ; Leith (three); Carluke ; Coat- 
bridge ; Anderston ; Dumbarton ; : Motherwell (two) ; Carnoustie ; ‘ North 
Berwick ; Bridge of Allan ; Linlithgow ; Wishaw ; Stonehaven ; Dundee 
310 (three) ; ’Stevenston ; Govan ; Arderseir ; and Hdinburgh 5 to lie — 
the Table ” . 311 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in wicine from 
Women’s Total Abstinence Union ; Bridgwater ; Hextable ; Bradford ; and 


= West and North Yorkshire ; to lie upon the Table... Me 311 


Temperance Reform Threefold Option nariarenes eee from 
irdrie, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


[DUBLIN METROPOLITAN PoLicE—Copy presented, of Statistical Tables for the 
310 year 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... ii “ na! 


311 
310 


(CONGESTED DistRICTS (SCOTLAND) Act, 1897—Copy presented, of Second 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland of the Congested Districts cepa. 


Board [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table me 312 
310 


10 County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill [ Lords]—Read the first time ; 
to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 216.]  ... 312 


Cheap Trains Bill—[Srconp REapinc]—Order for Second Reading read. 


1 
' Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


10 DISCUSSION :— 

Sir F. 
(Middlesex, Uxbridge) ... 320 

Mr. Stuart Wortley —" 
Hallam) , 321 


1 Amendment proposed— 
‘* To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Jackson.) 


11 Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Dizon - Hartland Mr. Sydney Buaton (Tower 
10 Hamlets, Poplar)... -- 324 


DISCUSSION :— 


Ll Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Mr. H.C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) 356 


1 


Epping)... 339 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 

N.) 346 
Colonel Mellor (Lancashire, 

Radcliffe) ats ... 350 
Mr. Woods (Essex, Wal- 


Mr. George Whiteley (Stockport) 361 


General Goldsworthy (Hummer- 
smith) 

Sir Fortescue Flannery (For 
shire, Shipley) ‘ 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) a 

The President of the Board of 





thamstow) "ae 
Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 143; Noes, 172. (Division List No. 125.) 
Words added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. Second Reading put 
off for six months. 
c2 
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Access to Mountains (Scotland) Bill—(Seconp Reapine]-——Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Bryce.) 


Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 
It being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday next. 

County Councils (Elections) Act (1891) Amendment Bill—Considered 

in Committee, and reported ; as amended, to be considered To-morrow ... 
NEW BILL. 

JuRORS’ ExPENSES—Bill to provide for the payment of the expenses of Jurors 
attending Assizes and Quarter Sessions, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Lloyd Morgan, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Philips, and Mr. Howell. 

Jurors’ Expenses Bill—‘“‘To provide for the payment of the expenses of 
Jurors attending Assizes and Quarter Sessions,” presented accordingly, 


and read the first time; to be read a second time _ es 11th 
June, and to be printed. ’ (Bill 217.) sts ; 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six of the clock. 





LORDS: THURSDAY, 17TH MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the Table the certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
been complied with— London and San Francisco Bank [H. L.]; and 
also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have not been complied with—Buenos Ayres and 
Rosario Railway—(Petition for Bill); Alexandra ccueeeabcarmeale for 
Bill). The same were ordered to lie on the Table ; 


ALEXANDRA PARK—(PETITION FOR BILL) ; Buenos Ayres and Rosario Rail- 
way—(Petition for Bill)—Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with 
the Standing Orders referred to the ee Orders Committee on 
Monday next ... e " biti ov + 


South Eastern Railway Bill [u.L.]; Rotherham Corporation Bill hoa L. 2 
Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments ... 


Barnsley Corporation Bill [H.L.|—Reported with Amendments ... 


Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill [H.L. ene Sea 
consent signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments 
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Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas _ ay L.]}—Commons Amendments 


considered, and agreed to 


Southport Extension and Tramways Bill—The Cuarrman or Com- 
MITTEES informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn. The Order made on the 6th of —_— last til sitelieeaiid and Bill 
committed for To-morrow 


Margate Pier and Harbour Bill | H.L.]}—The Queen’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments ... ps 


Lee ania, Bill ; Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill ; 
Midland Railway Bill—Read 24, and committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection . 


Sheffield District Railway Bill [u.L.]—Read 3¢; Amendments made; Bill 
passed and sent to the Commons he ne re sis 


Wirral Railway Bill [.L.]; Scottish American Investment Company, 
Limited, Bill [H.L.] ; irmingham Corporation mene Bill 7 L. eee 
3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill—Standing Order 
No. 93 considered (according to Order), and dispensed with, w ith respect 
to a Petition of the Hamilton Corporation. Leave given to present the 
said Petition... ve sa fa ves os 


London County Tramways (No. 2) Bill—Standing Order No. 93 con- 
sidered (according to Order), and dispensed with, with respect to a 
Petition of Hammersmith Vestry. Leave given to present the said 
Petition pe hea ee ee on 


North Eastern Railway Bill [H.L.]; North Eastern Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill [H.L.]—-Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 


Lord Lawrence be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Carlisle; read, and 
agreed to oes ena ae Nie ide sre Gat 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [4.L.]—Amendments wikaaner 
(according to Order) ; and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow at 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1.L.]|—Read 2¢ (according to Order) ... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read 2¢ (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow 


RETUENS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CONGESTED Districts (SCOTLAND) Act, 1897—Second Report of the Con- 


gested Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secretary for Scotland ... 


‘TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2424. Russia apes and ames 
No. 2425. Russia (Poland and Lithuania) .. 


DuBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE—Statistical Tables for the year 1899 


BoarD or Epvucation—Order in Council for transferring to and making exer- 
ciseable by the Board of Education certain powers of the Charity Commis- 


sioners. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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PETITIONS. 


INTOXICATING L'Qquors—Petition against the sale of, on Sundays, and to 
children under sixteen years of age; of Guardians of the Poor of 
Lewisham ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


VoLUNTARY ScHooLs—Petition for legislation to improve position of ; of 
Inhabitants of Tranmere ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... : 


DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS—Petition for legislation to ensure adequate 
provision for, from National sources ; of Guardians of the Poor of Lewis- 
ham ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ves 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [1.L.]|—Referred to a Select Committee.. 


The following Lords were named of the Committee, viz. :—Lord Balfour, 
Lord Lawrence, Lord Russell of Killowen, Lord Burghclere, Lord James, 
Lord Ludlow, Lord Avebury. 


The Committee to meet on Monday next, at Two o'clock, and to appoint 
their own Chairman ... ns an ae sie - ‘i 


RATEABLE Property (IRELAND)—Moved, for a Return showing, with respect 
to each rural and urban district, union, county, and county borough in 
Ireland, the rateable valuation of (I) lands; (2) buildings ; (3) railways ; 
(4) all other kinds of rateable property ; and (5) Government property 
exempt from rating, according to the valuation lists issued on 1st March, 
1900, for rating purposes for the following twelve months. 

For the purpose of this return:—(1) “land” includes all land the 
valuation of which is entered in the !and column of the valuation lists ; 
(2) “ buildings ” include all houses, shops, warehouses, mills, factories, and 
other structures valued as buildings in the valuation lists, except railway 
buildings included in “(3)”; (3) “railways” include station-houses, 


depots, signal cabins, and other railway buildings ; (4) “all other kinds of’ 
rateable property ” include quarries, mines, gasworks, waterworks, canals,. 
and all other property which is valued on profits, except railways ; also. 


half rents of exempted property; (5) “Government property”: this 
includes all property in occupation of the Crown on which bounty in lieu 
of rates is paid.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Return ordered to be laid before the House 
JUDGES’ DECISIONS— 


Lord Stanley of Alderley ... 381 The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of 
Halsbury) oe a 


THE READING CLERK OF THE HousE— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley ... 383 The Chairman of Committees (The 


The Prime Minister and Earl of Morley) 
Secretary of State for The Lord Chancellor 
Foreign Affairs (The Mar- 
quess of Salisbury) .. 384 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock, till To-morrow. 





Page: 


379 


379 


379% 


380: 


380) 
382: 


384 
385, 





Page: 


379 


379 


379 


380: 


32: 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Xxxix 


May 17.) 
COMMONS: THURSDAY, 17TH MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BiLxs [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED W1TH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the ‘Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—London Sea Water Supply B Bill 
[Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
ComPLieD WiTH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Tramways 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time To-morrow 


PRIVATE BiLt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Alexandra 
Park. Ordered, That the sas be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders 


Private Britt Petitions [Lords] Seana ORDERS NOT COMPLIED ies 
—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the fol- 
lowing Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz.:—Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords]. 
4 al That the eT be referred to the Select Committee on ae 

rders 3 : os ‘ 


Grantham Gas Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and abl to 


City of London (Various Powers) ene consent as read 
the third time, and passed. [New Title] 


Liverpool Corporation Bill ; ioeeeupiore Gas Bill—Read the third 
time, and passed , 


Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway oe amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ie 


St. David’s Railway isavemrcumuasid 0 (Gy Onda) a second 
time, and committed . 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 11)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Barrow- 
upon-Soar (Rural), Bootle and Ongar (Rural), and the Doncaster and 
Mexborough and the Shepley and Shelley United Districts, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—‘‘To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Barrow-upon-Soar (Rural), Bootle and Ongar (Rural), and the Doncaster 
and Mexborough and the Shepley and Shelley United Districts,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed, [Bill 218] ‘ see a 
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LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 12)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Lancaster, 
Ossett, and Wakefield, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Mr, Chaplin 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Lancaster, Ossett, and Wakefield,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 219] 


ALEXANDRA ParK—Péetition for Bill; referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders See bis ite a «é oe 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill 
(Joint Committee)—Ordered, That Robert E. Matheson, Thomas 
Matthews, the Very Rev. Canon Dillon, Captain Graves, Edward H. 
Kearney, John P. Griffith, and John E. Barton do attend the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban District 
Council Bill upon Thursday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill, without amendment; and the 
Wetherby District Water Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act for conferring further 
powers on the Glasgow and South Western Railway Company for the con- 
struction of works and the acquisition of lands; for extending the powers 
of the Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Company for the com- 
pulsory purchase of lands; for empowering the Glasgow and South 
Western Railway Company to raise additional capital ; and for other pur- 
poses.” Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to extend the time limited by the 
Dearne Valley Railway Act, 1897, for the compulsory purchase of lands 
for and the completion of certain of the works thereby authorised ; to 
authorise the Dearne Valley Railway Company to abandon certain of their 
authorised works, and to construct further works; and for other pur- 
poses.” Dearne Valley Railway Bill ‘Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to empower the Rawmarsh Urban 
District Council to construct and work tramways and to make street 
improvements; and for other purposes.” Rawmarsk Urban District 
Council Tramways Bill [Lords] oe 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill [Lords]; Dearne Valley Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]; Rawmarsh Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill 
eer ead the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
etitions for Private Bills sz 


PETITIONS. 


Elementary Education Bill—Petition from West Ham, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table... om ar xa sss — ich oi 


ESTABLISHED CHURCHES OF ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND—Petition of the United 


Presbyterian Synod, for disestablishment and disendowment ; to lie vpon 
the Table 
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Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—Petition of the United 
Presbyterian Synod, in favour ; to lie upon the Table : sue 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from West Ham ; and Wolstanton and 
Burslem ; to lie upon the Table ; ‘ fei in adi 


Sale of gy rag ee to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Black Torrington; Pontycymmer (two); Todmorden ; 
Swansea ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; and Bootle ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill and Sunday 
Closing —e ve from Ruabon, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table ; ‘ ve , 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
Ps favour, from Greenock ; Innellan ; and Galashiels ; to lie upon the 
able ‘ i 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Black 
Torrington ; and Swansea ; to lie upon the Table . ne 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOANS AND ADVANCES TO ForEIGN StTAates—Keturn presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 27th April ; Lord ns to lie rao the — and 
to be printed. [No. 180.] _... 


Trish LAND CoMMISSsION (JUDICIAL RENTS)—Copy presented, of Return for 
the months of August, wiavecnas and eines, 1899 wad ey pesiee wait to 
lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2424 and 2425 [by sk ee to 
lie upon the Table 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL)—Mr. JouN E. ELLIs reported 


from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had appointed Sir James Fergusson 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
Bills relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in 
respect of the Burial Grounds Bill and Borough Funds Bill; and that they 
had appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as Chairman of the Standing 
Committee for the consideration of Bills relating to Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures, in — of the 
Agricultural Holdings Bill. Report to lie upon the Table .. ‘ 


QUESTIONS. 


‘South AFRICAN WAR—EXCHANGE OF PrRISONERS—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- 


Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall); Answer, The First Lord of the sinssayi 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... , ski 


BritisH MERCHANTS’ LOSSES THROUGH THE WAR—Question, Sir James 
Haslett (Belfast, N.) ; Answer, The Under sitatasgi of State for ee 
Affairs (Mr, Brodritk, Surrey, Guildford) . sé 


MAFEKING—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; campiat The Under seem 
of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . ~e 
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PAARDEBERG AND KoOORN SPRUIT OPERATIONS—-DESPATCHES—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘on ‘a 


MartTiAL LAw—NUMBER OF ARRESTS, ETC.—Question, Mr. John Ellis sink 
tinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ - 


MartTIAL LAw—Cask or J. J. ae tones Dr. Tanner oe ts 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : ‘de é 


MaJor CREWE—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


INDIAN BooTs FoR THE TRoopS—Question, Mr. Channing a ee 
E.); Answer, The Financial heaped to the War Office ssi . Powell- 
Williams, Birmingham, 8.) 


RoMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS ON TRANSPORTS RETURNING WITH WOUNDED 
—Questio., Mr. Arthur J. Moore (Londonderry) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SwAZILAND—Question, Dr. Tanner; Answer, The sopra of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) % ak ay 


PARCELS PosTaGE TO RHODESIA—CONCESSIONS TO RHODESIAN FIELD FoRCE 
—Question, Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) s 


ARMY RESERVE MEDICAL ia sgt Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... * es : ne : zk wa <P 


IRIsH GUARDS—OFFICERS’ ee Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham sais ep ses att 


MILITIA OFFICERS—TRAINING ALLOWANCES — Questions, General Laurie 
(Pembroke and Haverfordwest) and Mr. Boscawen — ene 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


RoyaL RESERVE BaTTALIONs— —~ eo Rasch ee S. BE); _— 
Mr. Wyndham.. ; a “ 


FuLL Pay OFFIcErRs AND Civil APPOINTMENTS—Questions, eal Rasch and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham wale sid 


SOLDIERS’ PENsIoNs—CasE OF PETER CROWLEY—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams... 





WooLwicH ARSE QUINLAN’s CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION— 
Question, Dr. Tanner ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... he ie 


VOLUNTEERS—SOLICITORS’ ARTICLED CLERKS—Questions, Mr. Lees Knowles 
(Salford, W.), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; = The 
Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .. rae 


Civi SERVANTS AND VOLUNTEER ENCAMPMENTS—Question, Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury “ne ne 


H.M.S. “ PowErFUL ”—SPrED—Questions, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland), 
Mr. Allan (Gateshead), and Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, The First 
Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) 
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ASHANTI—THE GOLDEN STOOL—Questions, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs), 


Mr. Labouchere EaeENOP), and Dr. Tanner; Answers, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain ae ae ‘ae 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BiLL—Questions, Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain se ee sini 


AUSTRALASIAN APPEALS TO THE Privy CouNciL—Question, Mr. S. T. 
Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay és 


Crown AGENTs’ AccouNTS—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... 


British NortH een Mr. Weir wxcigier and pepe ieae ~— 
Mr. Brodrick . st me da 


MOMBASA — Sir H. M. sid oe IN); scien, 
Mr. Brodrick ... 


Ueanpa—Sir H. JoHNSTON’s PRoposaALs—Question, Mr. Buchanan acre 
deenshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick i Yes me rs 


CHINA—THE YANG-TSZE-KIANG—BrITISH GUNBOATS—Question, Mr. Joseph 
Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae 


THE WAIMA seit taiiani Mr. re ented nn Mr. 
Brodrick ina a 


BRITISH TRADE WITH MADAGASCAR—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ‘ot 


INDIAN FAMINE—PROPOSED PARLIAMENTARY GRANT—Question, Mr. Maclean 
(Cardiff) ; Answer, The peearidins of State for India sais G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) Pe 


INCORPORATED LAW SociETY—GRANT-IN-AID—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Seppe: — M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.) 


HAMMERSMITH TOWING PaTH — POLICE CONSTABLE GOULDER’s DEATH— 
Question, Mr. Skewes-Cox (Surrey, Kingston) ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Home —, - M. White _— Lancashire, Black- 
pool) 


CycLinc— PrRuposED REGISTRATION AND NUMBERING OF MACHIN raiioraneye 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ... : oe 


Cyciine Fatality iN MIDLOTHIAN—LIGHTS ON VEHICLES—Question, Mr. 
M‘Crae (Edinburgh, E.) ; onan The Lord Advocate o A. Graham 


Murray, Buteshire) 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—THE GLADSTONE STATUE—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works = 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


ScrENCE AND ART GRANTS—Question, Sir William Wills (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, 
The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) ae di a we 
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ScHooL TEACHERS AND VACCINATION—TOTTENHAM CasE—Question, Mr. 
Howard (Middlesex, Tottenham) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... ep oy 


Mersey FEerRIES—BooTtLE AND NEW ees eS a Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ae on Pam 


Poor Law ButLpincs—Loans—Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board nh Mr. mG 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ie ‘ 


WALTHAMSTOW URBAN DistRICT wey Sai Pe weet Mr. Woods ; arcs: 
Mr. Chaplin ; wae sas bs bs zhi ae i 


‘COLONIAL PostaGE—RESULT OF REDUCTION—Question, Sir Brampton Gurdon 
(Norfolk, N,) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury Ss 7 a sat 


‘TELEGRAPHIC TARIFFS—CoMPOUND Worps—Question, Mr. John Hutton 
(Yorkshire, Richmond); Answer, Mr. Hanbury oe se ne 


Roya Visit TO DuBLIN—PHa@NIX PARK FOOTPATH, ETC.—Question, Mr. 
T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury nah wie <i nip 


BRIGHTON ‘TELEGRAPHISTS AND ‘TELEPHONY — EFFICIENCY BARRIER— 
Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


‘Cost OF GOVERNMENT CABLE ee wee Sir Edward Sassoon 
(Hythe); Answer, Mr. Hanbury : fe its ~~ Ye 


POSTMEN—TRAINING WITH VIEW TO deeavea trary Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury a a 33 





‘SUPREME Court CLERKS—RETIREMENT RULE: 
(Sussex, Eastbourne) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Scottish Law Orricers’ FEES AND SALARIES—Questions, Mr. Weir and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury st ie 


BUNCRANA POSTAL a Mr. T. B. Curran —— 
N.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... - ie in ie . ; 


Roya Irish CoNsTABULARY UNIFORM—Question, Mr. John Hutton; 
Answer, The Chief ee for Ireland Dy gaunt G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) a 


South ANtTRIM Sus-CommMission—Mr. THomas DAvipson—Question, Mr. 
T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour... te fey su 


IRISH TEACHERS’ INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS—Question, Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour obs 


BELFAST HARBOUR AND WATER COMMISSIONERS—Question, Mr. Macaleese 
(Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ae ae iy 


Derry WorKHOUSE — PaupErs’ RELIGION — Question, Mr. M ‘Cartan 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ioe “wie An 2 


IntsH LAND Sus-CoMMISSIONERS AND VALUERS—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour a. Se tee 
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CoNSTABULARY Force IN GALWAY—FREE ForRCcE LOIN R SmeS 
Mr. Kilbride (Galway, N.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ; 


NEWBRIDGE PROCLAIMED ee Mr. Kilbride ; Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour a ate ee ine a oa 


KinsALE Harpour CHARGES—Question, Dr. Commins ane yep S. EY; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ne fee nF 


ARDMORE FISHERIES—Question, Mr. Shee (Waterford, W.); Answer, The 
Vice-President of the ania of Agriculture for Berge og 
Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) a 33 ? . 


WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT—PROPOSED EXTENSION TO AGRICULTURAL 
LABOURERS—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BusINESS OF THE House—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. John 
Ellis, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, veer and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill 
[Seconp Reapinc]—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on 
Amendment proposed to Question [10th May], “‘ That the Bill be now read 
a second time.’ 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the end of Question, in order to add’ 
the words ‘no Bill dealing with the Housing of the Working Classes can be. 


regarded as adequate which provides for the amendment of one part only of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890; which omits to amend the law 
relating to the assessment of compensation for unhealthy dwelling houses ; and 
which makes no provision whereby the councils establishing dwelling houses 
outside their districts may, where necessary, be enabled to obtain adequate 
railway or other communication between their districts and such dwelling 
houses’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. Robson.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the question.” 


DEBATE resumed :— 


Mr. H. C. Richards (Fins- Mr. Kearley (Devonport) 
bury , EB.) 427 Mr. Bryce ( Aberdeen, 8.) 
Sir Lobert Reid (Dumfries The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
Burghs) ... 434 ment Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 443 Tyrone, 3.) ... 
Mr. F. W. Wilson sabes Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ie 
Mid) ... 448 Mr. Marks (Tower pa adie St. 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, B). ive SBR George's) 


Attention drawn to the fact that forty Members were not present 
(Dr. TANNER, Cork, Mid). House counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 


Mr. Maddison — Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) .. 
Brightside) 480 Captain Pretyman (Suffolk, Wood- 
Mr. Abel H. Smith “(Christ- bridge) 
church) .. 490 The First Lord of the “Treasury 
Captain ‘Norton (Newington, (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
W.) 492 chester, E.) ... 
Mr. Wr ightson (st Paneras, Mr. Mather (Lancashire Rossen- 
East) ... 497 dale) .. ; . , 


xlv 


Page: 


424 


426. 


457 
460 


462 
466 


474 





xlvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 17.) Page 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and 
committed for Monday next. 


Uganda Railway Bill—Read the third time, and passed... ss —— 
Public Health (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee, and — 
without amendment ; read the third time, and passed _... 523 


SUPPLY [4TH May]—Resolutions reported :— 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,165,083, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the salaries and expenses of the Inland Revenue Department.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £5,243,605, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Post Office Services, the expenses 
of Post Office Savings Bank, and Government Annuities and Insurances, 
and the collection of the Post Office Revenue.” 


Resolutions agreed to Ree nS st ‘iat is i se Dae 


SUPPLY [11TH May]—Resolutions reported :— 
CiviIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENT. 


1. “That asum, not exceeding £488,500, be granted to Her Majesty, 
‘to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Customs Department.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £563,015, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the expenses of the Post Office Packet Service.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,220,330, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the 
salaries and working expenses of the Post Office Telegraph Service.” 


Civit SERVICE EsTimATEs. Cuass II. 


4, “That a sum, not exceeding £25,774, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1901, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Civil Service Commission.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £38,691, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Department of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General.” 
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6. That a sum, not exceeding £5,197, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Registry of Friendly Societies.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First five Resolutions agreed to. 


Sixth Resolution, “That a sum, not exceeding £5,197, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for the salaries and expenses of the Registry of Friendly 
Societies.” é 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


xlvii 


Page 


“To leave out ‘£5,197,’ and insert ‘ £5,097, instead thereof.” —(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That ‘£5,197’ stand part of the Resolution.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, Mr. Strachey... oP ee 
i! See sii «. 525 Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) 
The Secretary to the Trea- Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) 
sury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) ... os ... 527 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Quarries Bill—Considered in Committee, and reported ; Bill, as amended, re- 
committed for Friday, 25th May, and to be printed. [Bill 220.]... nap 


County Councils (Elections) Act (1891) Amendment Bill—As amended, 


considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next... «a 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS : FRIDAY, 18TH MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
been complied with :—Central London Railway. The same was ordered 
to lie on the Table 


Alexandra Park—(Petition for Bill)—The Order of yesterday referring 
the Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders to 
the Standing Orders Committee, discharged 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [H.L.]—Reported from the Select 


Committee with Amendments 
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Fishguard and Rosslare manage and Harbours Bill [H.1. fase 


ueen’s consent signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments ... 


Ossett Corporation Gas Bill; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H. Bl; 
Mersey Railway Bill [H.L.]; Southport Extension and Tramways Bil 
Glastonbury Corporation Gas Bill—Reported with Amendments .. 


Glasgow Building Regulations Bill [4.L.]—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 24th of February and the 
4th of May last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Market Weighton Draina e and Navigation Bill ; North Metropolitan 
Railway and Canal Bill; Aberdeen Corporation Tramway © Bill— 
Read 2¢, and committed. The Committees to be nes by dl the Com- 
mittee of Selection sei mn ; 


Spalding Urban District Council (Water) Bill—Read 3*, with the Amend- 


ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... 


City of London (Various Powers) Bill; Liverpool Corporation Bill; 
Wolverhampton Gas Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and 
referred to the Examiners 


Grantham Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to fox — oi aes sek pe 359 Re 


Education Board Provisional Order ‘epee assess Bill — ] 
—Read 2¢ (according to Order) ee 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United Districts, etc.) Bill {H.L.]—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made. Standing Committee nega- 
tived. The Report of Amendments to be received on “Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]|—Read 3+ (according to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ire sis ve 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)—Reports and 7 es to the ae gcc i 
of Scotland, for the year 1899 : 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS)—Return for the months of 
August, September, and October, 1899. Presented tied arene and 
ordered to lie on the Table ... 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 10th May, 1900, declaring that 
John Brand, postman, Saffron Walden, Post Office Department, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the Head of his Department. Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ‘i sas sais vas 
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MUNICIPAL TRADING—The evidence taken before the Joint Committee from 
time to time to be printed, but no copies to be delivered except to 
Members of the Committee, and to such other persons as the Committee 
shall think fit, until further order. (No. 85.) oss 


Diocesan Records Bill [H.L.]—[Szconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be read a second time.—(Lord Belper.) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 
Volunteers Bill [4.L.]—[Intropvuction]. 
The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a first time—(TZhe Marquess of 
Lansdowne.) 


The Earl of Kimberley .... 535 = The Earl of Northbrook 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 1% accordingly, and to be printed. 
(No. 86.) 


Military Lands Bill [#.L.]—[IntRopuction]. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne oe san 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a first time—(The Marquess of 


Lansdowne.) 

DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Meath... —— The Earl of Kimberley ... 
The Earl of Northbrook ... 539 Viscount Sidmouth 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 540 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 1* accordingly ; and to be printed. 
(No. 87.) 


Public Health (Ireland) Bill (No. 88); Uganda Railway Bill (No. 89)— 
Brought from the Commons; read 1°; and to be printed bad ids 


House adjourned at a quarter-past Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 18TH MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


a (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords]. [By 
Order. } 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee on the Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools 
Bill [Lords] to omit Clauses 16 and 25.”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 

Sir F. 8. Powell (Wigan)... 547 Sir J. Savory (Westmorland, 

The Secretary of State for Appleby)... .. 855 

the Colonies (Mr. J. Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) --- 555 
Chamberlain,  Birming- Mr. Grant Lawson famiire 

ham, W.) we ... 548 N.R., Thirs*)... ... 556 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Northum- Mr. Humphreys- Owen (Mont- 

berland, Tyneside) | gomeryshire) .. 556 

The Chairman of Committees Mr. Hobhouse (Somer. setshire, E. ) 557 
(Mr. J. W. Lowther, Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth (Lana 

Cumberland, Penrith) ... 553 shire, Clitheroe) on 557 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Debate be now 
adjourned.” —(Sir John Brunner.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bod- 
Burghs) .. ... 558 min) ... ae: sie --. 560 

Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ... 558 Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles Ben hampton, E.) ... “AS —. 
Regis) . 559 Mr. J. W. Lowther a .-- 562 
Mr. Stevenson os ... 9560 Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) — ‘hy 


or 
for) 
a 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 136 ; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 126.) 
Original Question again proposed, 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


PrivaTE Brits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
ComptiepD WiTH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, ‘the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Commercial Union 
Assurance Company Bill [Lords]; Milford Docks Bill he ils Rother- 
hithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill | (Lords) Ordered, That the Bills be read 


a second time . 


bv | 
fr) 
or 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
Wirn)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz.:—Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Gas) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon 
Monday next ... ey ie = sak ae mee sie ved 


or 
aS 
or 


Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords] ; Latimer Road and 
Acton Railway Bill; London, Brighton, and South ‘Coast Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Otley Urban District Council Water Bill ee amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ne is 565, 


Tramways inal nemnid ~~ ® Beet a second time, and 
committed ... 566 
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LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 13)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Ashton- 
under-Lyne, Bury, Leyton, Shipley, and Sunderland, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—“<To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Ashton-under-Lyne, Bury, Leyton, Shipley, and Sunderland,” presented 
and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 221] $9 


Evectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 12)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Banbury, Dartmouth, Gosport 
and Alverstoke, Heston and Isleworth, Sevenoaks, Sheerness, Spennymoor, 
Staines, Egham, and Chertsey, Stamford, Uxbridge and District, and 
Wellingborough, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Banbury, Dartmouth, Gosport 
and Alverstoke, Heston and Isleworth, Sevenoaks, Sheerness, Spennymoor, 
Staines, Egham, and Chertsey, Stamford, Uxbridge and District, and 
Wellingborough,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 222] ... 


LocAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3)—Bill to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the Urban Districts of Clones, Londonderry, Monaghan, Pem- 
broke, Rathmines and Rathgar, and Wicklow, and the Rural Districts of 
Dungarvan and Rathdrum, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—‘“ To 
confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the Urban Districts of Clones, Londonderry, Monaghan, 
Pembroke, Rathmines and Rathgar, and Wicklow, and the Rural Districts 
of Dungarvan and Rathdrum,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 223] ; ete is bu 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CiasseEs)—Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland relating to the Urban District of Navan and the 
Towns of Boyle and Newbridge, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill—‘To confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland relating to the Urban District of Navan 
and the Towns of Boyle and Newbridge,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed, [Bill 224] — es ies 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Reported, with 
os penescaenl “ey leraagpe Orders confirmed]; Report ta tie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next gee as 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next ; 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order Bill 
—Reported, with Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill, as:amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill [Lords]—Reported, without 
amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 


New Russia Company Bill [Lords]—-Reported, without amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time axe 


Birmingham University Bill [Lords|—Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be Pons. Bill to be read the 
third time ae ; 


Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords]; Sahin Water Bill 

ee B Mountain Ash Water Bill [Lords]; Fis guard Water and Gas 

ill {Lords}; Manchester Ship Canal ill aes Te yaa with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. 


Rhymney Iron Company Bill [Lords]—Reported, without amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time _... ne 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Reported, with- 
out amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Mond: ay next 


Electric Power Bills-—Sir James Kitson reported from the Committee on 
Electric Power Bills, That, to meet the convenience of the Committee, 
they had adjourned till W: ednesday next, at Twelve of the clock. _ Report 
to lie upon the Table ... ‘ ‘ : 


Gas Light and Coke gl Bill— Reported [Preamble not en *; 
Report to lie upon the Table .. 


Railway Bills (Group 5)—Mr. pg Tarron EcrrTon reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 5 of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday m next, at half- pi Eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table.. ' bo 


STANDING OrDERS—Resolution reported from the Committee :—“ That, in the 
case of the Cumberland County Council (Bridges) Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the age be os nomena tly to 
proceed with their Bill.” Resolution agreed to : 


CUMBERLAND County CounciL (BripcEs)—Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be Bist: teel in by 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson and Mr. Helder .. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS—That — have agreed to the Amendments to 
the Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the 
Sheffield District Railway Company to construct a branch railway, bridges, 
and other works in connection with their peony and to raise addi- 


tional capital ; and for other purposes.” Sheffield District Railway Bill 
[Lords]. ; 
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Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the Wirral Railway Com- 
pany to work the traffic on their railways by electrical or other motive 
power ; and for other purposes.” Wirral Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for empowering the Scottish American 
Investment Company, Limited, to create a preference stock, and for other 
purposes relating thereto.” Scottish American Investment Company, 
Limited, Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to amend the provisions of the Local 
Acts and Orders in force in the City of Birmingham which relates to 
Birmingham Corporation Stock ; and to make further and better provisions 
with respect to the borrowing of money by the Corporation of Birming- 
ham.” Birmingham Corporation (Stock) Bill [Lords] ne is 


Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords]; Wirrall Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Scottish American Investment Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]; Bir- 
mingham Corporation (Stock) Bill [Lords|—Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PET. ITIONS. 
Dogs Regulation Bill—Petition from Elgin, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table ... sie $y a sein bits rer a iss as 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the Grand Lodge 
of Scotland of the Independent Order of Good please in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table ass die se ‘th sae 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 7 ahi 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill— 
Petitions in favour, from Peterborough; and Poole; to lie upon the 


Table 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Leicester ; and Lewisham ; to lie 
upon the Table er . , ee ae wet uy 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on oy. 5 Bill—Petition from Bedford, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors to Children (No. nd ames from Lewisham, in segue 
to lie upon the Table , 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Portsmouth ; Leeds ; Stoke Newington ; Benhilton ; Birming- 
ham ; Camden Town ; ‘Wombwell Main ; Newark- -On- Trent ; Bedford 
(two) ; ; Hartlepool ; Parkestone ; Tongwynlais ; ; Stratford ; Glasgow ; 
Sheffield ; Barnsley ; St. Asaph; Penrith; Runcorn ; and Milton-next- 


Sittingbourne ; to lie upon the ‘Table, 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Inverkeithing ; Stirling; Paisley; Alyth; Coupar Angus ; 
Partick ; Glasgow (three) ; Alloa ; * By anton ; Stornow: ay ; Blairgowrie ; 
Kirkealdy ; ; Tillicoultr y ; and Leith ; to lie upon the Table ide 


SoLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—Petition from Lewisham, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table pat asa nes sa 
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Sunday Senay (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Newark- 


on-Trent ; Portsmouth; Leeds; Birmingham; Bedford (two); and 
Carlisle ; to lie upon the Table : ee spi se oe i 


a Reform Threefold Option (Scotland) Srnersaal in 
avour, from Kirkcaldy ; and Perth ; to lie upon the Table 


Vagrants’ Children — ine lenis from Bolton, in favour, to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
10th May, 1900, declaring that Jokn Brand, postman, Saffron Walden, 
Post Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of me Head of his ideale [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... : nies i 


EpucaTion (SCOTLAND) (TRAINING CoLLEGES)—Copy presented, of Reports 
and Papers relating to the Training Colleges of Scotland for the one 1899 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


BoarD oF EpucAation—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council for trans- 
ferring to, and making exerciseable by, the Board of Education certain 
powers of the Charity” Commissioners {by es to lie upon the 
Table ... 7 oe és ie sick ‘* ive "ie ie 


Irish LAND ComMMIssion—Return ordered, “showing (1) the names of the 
Lay Assistant Commissioners in connection with the Irish Land Com- 
mission holding office on the 15th day of May, 1900 ; (2) date of original 
appointment ; “(3) date upon which appointment expires ; (4) age on 
appointment ; (5) residence at time of appointment ; (6) locality in which 
practical experience of land was acquired ; (7) where educated ; (8) previous 
occupation ; (9) acreage of land farmed ; (10) whether held as owner or 
tenant ; (11) what other ex perience in agriculture ; ; and (12) what experi- 
ence in "valuing, mapping, and surveying “(in continuation of re -arewrapinel 
Paver, No. 417, of Session 1897.”—(Mr. Patrick 0’ Brien.}.. 


SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES)—Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures:—Sir Charles Dilke, Sir Edward 
Hill, and Mr. Tennant ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Lloyd- 
George, General Russell, and Mr. Hedderwick. 


Mr. Hatsry further reported from the Committee of Selection : That 
they had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law and Courts of J ustice, and Legal Procedure (added in respect of 
the Borough Funds Bill) : Sir Charles Dilke. 


Mr. Hatsry further reported from the Committee of Selection: That 
they had discharged the following Members from the Standing Committee 
on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. Lloyd-George, 
Viscount Cranborne, and Mr. Bromley- -Davenport ; and had appointed in 
substitution: Sir Charles Dilke, Lord Hugh Cecil, and Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 
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QUESTIONS. 


Sourn ArricAN War—-Koorn Spruit Despatcres—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, The oaiaeak Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) nie 


RoyAL INNISKILLING FUSILIERS—PRoMOTIONS Or OFricERS—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... a a oa a 


CASUALTIES AMONG a Mr. Humphreys-Owen 
(Montgomeryshire) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; jad se ai 





Mr. Borua’s CasE AND OTHERS—Question, Dr. Tanner 
(Cork Co., Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... & ae re: sina 


MartiaL Law—Court Recorps—Question, Mr. ainsi -Owen ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham * oa Seb ; ; a vis ate 


TraNsvAAL Woo. TrapE—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, 
Shipley) ; Answer, The Under amet of State for iicnes Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ; 


MAFEKING—RELIEF OPERATIONS—Statement, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) , a igs isa 48 oh 


TWELVE-AND-A-HALF POUNDER MOUNTAIN GUNS—PURCHASES FOR THE 
Ecyptian ARMY—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett and Mr. William 
Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 5 an j 


RIFLE Ciuss 1n IRELAND—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 5s ae a ip as is vil pom 


DuKE oF York’s Minirary ScHooL, CHELSEA—Question, Colonel Denny 
(Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a iat sh 


H.M.S. “PowerruL”—Spreep TriALts—Question, Mr. Allan (Gateshead) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the sapere cane vr St. iriatinssi 
Hanover Square) 


Care Coat Depét—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, The 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


SwWAZILAND—MURDER OF THE CHIEF MaNncEsi—Questions, Dr. Tanner and 
Sir E. Ashmead - Bartlett ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. C hamberlain, Birmingham, W.) és $a 


CryLon—WastE LANDS LEGISLATION—Question, Dr. Tanner ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain , ae wae des a ; es bth 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH Bitt—Sir SAMUEL WaAyY’s PAMPHLET— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain oe 


INDIAN FAMINE— AMERICAN RELIEF CONTRIBUTIONS — Questions, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answers, The et oe of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) .. se 


CHINA—NAVIGATION OF THE YANG-TSZE—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; 


Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
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OsmMAN DiGNA—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


Ucanpa—Sir H. JOHNSTON’Ss AGREEMENT WITH THE a Bi 
Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 4 


East AFRicAN Maiti Service—Question, Colonel ade : waphiee Mr. 
Brodrick oe ied +s , ; s 


INCORPORATED Law i shel daolabeeadn inital Mr. Gibson Bowles 


(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the apenas gal — M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristo], W.) ... . 


Post Orrick — MEDICAL ATTENDANCE AT MosELEy Sortinc OrricE— 
Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) , 


Hours or Lasour or FemaLe Sorting CLerKs—Question, Mr. Steadman ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury ibe : 


Sunpay DvtTigs IN THE Post OrricE—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flint- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury sas 


Scotrish OrpHAN Homes— Bripce oF Wetr—Question, Sir Charles 
Cameron; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) a nes aie sti re és sae “as 


ScorrisH CoNGEstep Districts Boarp—St. Marcaret’s Hore Pier— 


Question, Sir Leonard — cg hn and pate Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham > 


DusBLIN Post OFFICE AND THE sini iil Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury reid 


InisH TRAVELLING Post Orrices—-LAvATORY ACCOMMODATION—Question; 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ‘ 


DoNAGHADEE (Co. Down) gee arc caer a Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... ; ie m1 sss 


IrtsH LocaAL GOVERNMENT OFFICERS’ a ha ge Mr. T. M. — 
(Louth, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury.. ; Sai veh 


FERMANAGH RoyaL ScHooL ENDOWMENT—Question, Mr. Archdale (Ferma- 


nagh, N.); Answer, The Chief hes yerengh for Ireland epee G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) =A 


Irish Loca TAXATION ACCOUNT- —— Sir James Haslett become: es 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... im be os : 


DEATHS IN DuBLIN—LOCAL GOVERNMENT INQUIRIES—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour sé sb on ‘ 


Extra PouicE Force 1x Cork County—Question, Dr. Tanner; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour : ae 5s 5 


InisH UrBAN Councits—BorrowinG Powers—Question, Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour... is " is ‘“ 


InIsH WORKHOUSE Docrors’ HoLipAys—Question, Mr. M‘Czrtan ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour... aie see 


Page 
582 


583 


583 


584 


584 





Bu: 


NE 


Fn 


SI 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. lvii 


Page May 18.] Page 
582 Irish Loca GOVERNMENT RETURNS—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... tes Se _ ae iv soe ee 
83 Lorps OF APPEAL—ENGLISH, SCOTCH, AND IRISH APPOINTMENTS—Questions, 
Mr. William Redmond and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, The First Lord 
i of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) Kas 40 592 
) 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions Sir Charles Cameron, Mr. Steadman, 
and Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 593 


84 
| PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
New Memper Sworn—The Right Hon. Sir Edward meta ee Knight, 
34 Q.C., for the Dublin University —... . 593 


FinaL Court oF APPEAL (IRISH REPRESENTATION)—[MOTION FOR ADJOURN- 
85 MENT. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now 
adjourn.” —(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


35 
DISCUSSION :— 
The First Lord of the Trea- Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) 617 
35; sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.)... 620 
Manchester, E.)... ..- 609 Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W.) —... | 624 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, EB.) .- 615 
36 Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 99 ; Noes, 144. (Division List No. 127.) 
6 
SUPPLY [9ra ALLotrep Day]—Considered in Committee. 
7 [Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
4 Civit Service Estimates, 1900-1901.—C.ass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£8,095, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
8 defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
oat including a Grant in Aid of the Congested Districts (Scotland) 
8 “un ” 


Motion made, and Question put, “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100 in respect of the Salary of the Secretary for Scotland.”— 


(Mr. Weir.) 
" DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Charles Cameron (Glas- Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- 
gow, Bridgeton) ... a shire, E..) ; 641 
v Mr. Hedderwick (Wicks Mr. Wason ( Clackmannan and 
Burghs)... 632 Kinross) ... 642 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 643 
l Mid)... 634 Captain Sinclair (Forfar ene an 643 
The Lord Advocate ( Mr... A. Sir Charles Cameron 644 





Graham Murray (Bute- 
shire) ws oa -- 636 
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The Conimittee divided —Ayes, 51; Noes, 95. (Division List No. 128.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item E (Congested 
Districts Board, Scotland, Grant-in-aid) be reduced by £10.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell 550 .. 647 Mr. Hedderwick.. ; 
Sir Leonard Lyell (Orkney Mr. A. Graham Murray ny 
and Shetland) ... .» 648 Mr. Thomas Shaw _— 


Burghs) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman ae — 


progress ; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Dr. Clark.) 
Mr. A. Graham Murray ... 666 Mr. Buchanan ... 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 55 ; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 


129.) 
Question again proposed, “That Item E be reduced by £10.” 
Castain Sinclair ... .. 669 Mr. A. Graham Murray 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—RELIEF OF MAFEKING—On the Motion for Adjourn- 
ment. Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


House adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: MONDAY, 21st MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) [H.L.] ; Tram- 
ways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 3) [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) [H.L.]; 
Bedford Gas ; Vale of Rheidol Light Railway ; Woodbridge District 
Water. Also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are appli- 
cable to the following Bill :—Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... _ ta rv 


STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Petition for additional provision in the 
Crystal Palace Company Bill [H. — ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
given to the Committee on the Bill to insert the additional provision. That 
the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Petitions for the 
following Bills: Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, and Buenos 
Ayres and Rosario Railway, ought to be dispensed with, and leave given 
to introduce the Bills. That the Standing ‘ren not complied with in 
respect of the Petition for the Cumberland opm Council Kciaicmelian Bill 
ought to be dispensed with. Read, and agreed to.. ; 
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London County Council (General Powers) Bill—Report of Her pens F 
Attorney General received, and ordered to lie on the Table : 


London and San Francisco Bank Bill (w.u.J—Read 24... «a. 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [.L.]; Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmel- 
lington Railways (Abandonment) Bill [u.t. Margate Pier and Harbour 
Bill (x. a South Eastern Railway Bill te L.]; Whitechapel and Bow 
Railway Bill [u.L.]—Read 34, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Electric Lighting Provisional — a. Hs war 34 nee to 
Order), and passed : 


Educational Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United Districts, etc.) Bill [H.1. —— — 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES, 1898)—Part II. Civil Judicial 
Statistics: Statistics relating to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, the House of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, County 
he and other Civil Courts ; edited by John Macdonell, Esq., C.B., 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—No. 2426, Paraguay. No. 2427, Por- 
tugal (Beira). No. 2428, Turkey (Bussorah). No. 2429, China 
(Ichang). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table ... 


PoLICE (COUNTIES AND BorouGHs, ENGLAND AND WALES)—Reports of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for the year ended 29th September, 
1899. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INsTRUCTION (IRELAND) Act, 1899—Rules 
made under Section 3 of the Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


RATEABLE ProPERTY (IRELAND)—Return respecting ; laid before the House 
pursuant to Order of Thursday last, and to be printed. (No. 24.) 


PETITIONS. 


Education (Scotland) Bill [H.1.]—Petition for amendment of; of the 
School Board of the base ca of Perth; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table ... 


Lunacy Bill [1.1.]—Petition for amendment of; of the Guardians of the 
Poor of the Wandsworth and — Union jr read, and ordered te lie 


onthe Table ... 


NEW BILLS. 


Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill [4.L.|—A Bill to amend the law relating 
to lunatics in Ireland—was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 14; 


to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Friday next. (No. 90.) 
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Imitation of County Court Process Bill [x..]—A Bill to amend the law 
with regard to the imitation of county court process—was presented by 
the Lord Chancellor ; read 1¢ ; and to be printed. (No.91.) ... .- 676 





SouTtH AFRICAN WAR—RELIEF OF MAFEKING. 
The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne... ws 675 


Education (Scotland) Bill—(Committee.) 
Orders for Committee read. 


The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
Lord Tweedmouth ... Ms ied abs se 678 
House in Committee (according to Order). 


Clause 1 :— 
Moved— 


“Tn page 1, line 9, after ‘hundred’ to insert ‘and one,’ and to leave out 
lines 16, 17, and 18.”—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... * me vii “we <i ae, Ore 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Moved— 


“In page 1, line 30, after ‘ Act’ to insert ‘provided always that the total 
amounts paid to the local higher education committees from the sources in this 
section enumerated shall not be less than the county councils, town councils, 
and police commissioners in Scotland would have within the districts of the 
several committees, prior to the passing of this Act, received from such sources.’ ” 
—{Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 681 Lord Tweedmouth re .-. 682 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Moved— 


“In page 2, line 18, to leave out ‘and,’ and leave out from ‘ boards’ to 
‘recognised ’ in line 19, and insert ‘and the governing bodies of schools which 
are not under the management of school reset, ut which are.’”—(Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Elgin... .i2* ae Lord Tweedmouth ai ... 686 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ... 684 Lord Herries... iss ... 686 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 684 The Earl of Kimberley ... ... 686 
Lhe Earl of Camperdown ... 685 Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 686 


On Question, Amendment to leave out “and ’ in line 18, page 2, and to 
leave out from “ boards” to “ recognised,” in line 19, agreed to. 
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On Question, to insert “‘and of the governing bodies of schools which 
are not under the management of School Boards, but which are,” their 
Lordships divided :—Contents, 58 ; Not Contents, 17. 


Amendment moved— 


“In line 22, after the first ‘the,’ to leave out ‘Department’ and insert 
‘local higher Education Committee, but such additional members shall not have 
aright to vote on any question for the imposition of the rate authorised in 
Section 9 of this Act.’ ”—(Zhe Earl of Elgin.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... fie seh abs ee ie ... 689 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 

The Earl of Camperdown... 689 Lord Balfour of Burleigh .-» 690 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Drafting Amendment agreed to, 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 

Clause 5 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 3, line 15, to leave out ‘subject to the sanction of the Depart- 
ment.’ »_(The Earl of Elgin.) 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... wie ove as se ae oe 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 17, after ‘ Act’ to insert ‘and shall annually, and not later 
than the first day of May in each year, intimate such determination to each 
school board in its district ; and shall receive and consider any appeal which 
may on or before the thirty-first day of May be lodged by any such school board ; 
or, if required by the appellants, shall submit the case with full particulars, 
including any statement made in support of the appeal, for the final decision of 
the Department.’”—(The Eart of Elgin.) 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 21, to leave out ‘subject to the sanction of the Depart- 
ment.’ ”—(The Earl of Elgin.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 29, after ‘incurred ’to insert ‘or proposed to be incurred 
under this Act.’ ”_(The Earl of Camperd won.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... ii ses ee ae ss «- 693 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 37, after ‘classes’ to insert ‘and the deficiency so ascer- 
tained shall annually, and not later than the 15th day of June in each year, be 
reported to the Department.’”—(The Earl of Elgin.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... di a ose es iis we ©6694 





hkiii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 21.] Page 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 4, line 8, after Sub-section 3 to insert a new sub-section: ‘ Every 
school board or other managers of schools or classes admitted to the benefits of 
this Act shall, within a period of two months before the commencement of the 
school year, lodge with the clerk of the higher education committee an estimate 
of the income and also of the expenditure proposed to be incurred under this 
Act, and shall also, within alike period after the expiry of the school year, 
forward a statement of the income and of the expenditure actually incurred, in 
a © form as may be prescribed by the Department.’ ”—(7he Earl of Camper- 

own. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... suk ve om i és » 694 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 23, after ‘and’ to insert ‘ for that purpose.’”—(Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 


Lord Reay... sei - Lord Balfour of Burleigh -- 695 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 40, to leave out from ‘ managers’ to ‘the consent, in line 
41; in line 42, after ‘shall’ to insert ‘ not.’”—(The Earl of Elgin.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh... —... wins — his ane --» 696 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 1, after ‘shall’ to insert ‘annually and not later than the 
fifteenth day of June in each year.’ —(The Farl of Elgin.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... tis iis ad mer es .-- 696 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 2, after ‘for’ to insert ‘higher education, including if they 
think fit.’”—(Lord Reay.) ' 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh .... 697 The Earl of Camperdown... 698 
Lord Reay ... ay ... 698 Lord Tweedmouth ... --. 698 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 3, to leave out from ‘district’ to ‘A scheme’ in line 12, 
and to insert ‘on such terms and conditions as they shall see fit.’”—(Zhe Eari 


of Camperdown.) 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 699 The Earl of Camperdown - 699 


On Question, Amendment to leave out from “ district ” in page 5, line 3, 
to “A scheme.” in ling 12, negatived. 
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Amendment to insert after “district” in line 3, the words “on such 
terms and conditions as they shall see fit,” agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 5, line 15, at the end of sub-section to insert ‘ Provided that a 
local higher education committee shall make full provision, in accordance with 
the terms and conditions under which they were offered for competition, for all 
bursaries and scholarships established prior to the passing of this Act by any 
authority duly entitled to deal with any of the funds transferred by Section 1 
of this Act.’”—(The Earl of Elgin.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ea me ak ue bi i 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 5, line 15, after Sub-section 8, to insert the following new sub- 
section: ‘A local higher education committee shall have power to pay or 
contribute towards the payment of the travelling expenses of scholars to and 
from any central institutions or classes for higher education as may be instituted 
or approved by a local higher education committee.’” —(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh 03 wih - ai id ig 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 25, after ‘contribute,’ to insert ‘if they see fit.’”—(The 
Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... asi site a ah ae .. 102 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 26, after ‘education,’ to insert ‘on the governing bodies of 
which they are represented.’ ”—(Zhe Earl of Camperdown.) 


The Earl of Elyin... are i Lord Balfour of Burleigh - Ven 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Moved— 


“In page 5, line 28, after Sub-section 10 to insert the following new sub- 
sections: ‘A local higher education committee shall have power to establish 
and manage schools or classes for higher education serving or capable of serving 
the interests of higher education in its district, and it shall prepare a scheme of 
instruction for any of such schools or classes as may be established, and submit 
this scheme to the Department for its sanction. A scheme shall not have any 
validity until sanctioned, with or without modification by the Department, and 
when sanctioned shall not be modified without the consent of the Department.’” 
—(Lord Reay.; 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh... 703 Lord Reay ia sa oa 
Lord Tweedmouth ... .. 104 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn, 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 5, line 29, to leave out Sub-section (11).—(Zhe Earl of Camperdown.) 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 8 i F bai wr aa 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 

“To insert in Clause 5, the following new sub-section: ‘A Local Higher 
Education Committee may accept the transfer of endowments or costs from the 
existing governing bodies and trustees thereof for the purposes of higher educa- 
tion, and accept the administration and trusteeship of new funds for the same 
purposes, though subject to conditions and trusts.’ ”—(Lord Reay.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... teh see an ade sais vse 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 

“ At the end of Clause 5, to insert the following new sub-section: ‘ There 
shall be a right of appeal from a Local Higher Education Committee to the 
Department in matters arising out of Sub-sections (1), (2), (3), and (5) of this 
section.’ ”—(Lord Reay.) 


Amendment— 
** To insert at the end of Clause 5, the following new sub-section :—‘ There 
shall be a right of appeal from a Local Higher Education Committee to the 
Department in matters arising out of Sub sections (1) and (2) of this section.’ ” 


Agreed to. 

Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 agreed to. 

Clause 7 :— 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 6, line 32, to leave out from (‘committee’) to the end of the clause, 
and to insert (‘any sum remaining at the credit of the said fund for the purpose 
of such further expenditure as may be necessary in the execution of the powers 
conferred upon it by this Act, and such remaining sum shall be distributed 
among the Local Higher Education Committees in like manner as the grant to 
local authorities is distributed under Section 11, Sub-section (5) of the Education 
and Local Taxation Account (Sotland) Act, 1892’).”—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 709 Lord Tweedmouth ae <7 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 710 


On Question, That the Amendment be adopted, their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 39 ; Not Contents, 14. 


Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 8 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 4, to leave out from the beginning of the clause to the 
word ‘ With’ in line 19 and insert : ‘ The deficiency arising in the case of an 
school or class admitted to the benefit of the Act, from the excess of expendi- 
ture over income as ascertained in terms of this Act, but exclusive of any income 
from endowment or from subscription, shall be met by such contributions from 
their share of the central fund as the local higher education committee may, in 
the exercise of their discretion, think fit ; and in the event of a deficiency still 
existing after such contribution from the central fund, such deficiency shall, in 
the case of School Board schools or classes, be borne by the school fund as 
defined in Section 43 of the Education (Scotland) Act, 1872, and in the case of 
managers other than a school board, from voluntary subscriptions or such other 
fund as may be at the disposal of the said managers, except in so far as the 
proportion of the deficiency to be borne by the school board or other managers 
is made good by endowments inalienable from the school, and in the case of 
central institutions or classes shall be met as provided for in the next following 
clause.’”—(Lord Tweedmouth ). 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. lxv 
Page May 21.] Page 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 

Clause 8 agreed to. 

Clause 9 :— 


706 Amendment moved— 


“In page 7, line 40, to leave out ‘a local rate within the district of the 
committee,’ and to insert ‘ grants receivable within the district of the committee 
under Section 2, Sub-section 5, of the Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1892.’”—(The Earl of Camperdown). 


Lord Balfour of Burleiah .... 712 The Earl of Camperdown ete 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn, 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 7, line 40, after ‘Committee’, to insert ‘provided that the 
amount to raised by such rate in any year shall not exceed the produce of 
ve+y-1d. in the £ of the valuation of such district.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 41, at the end of clause, to insert ‘Provided that Sub- 
section 5 of Section 2 of the Education and Local Taxation (Scotland) Act, 1892, 
shall be deemed to authorise any council or commissioners, if they so resolve, in 
lieu of levying a rate, to apply their share of the grant under that Sub- 
section to meet the payments required from them in any year for the 
jae soe of this and the immediately preceding section.’”—(J.ord Balfour of 

urleigh.) 


ate On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 11, amended, and agreed to, 
Clause 12 ;— 

Lord Reay... sv es we ay & isi he we «714 
Clause 12 agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Schedule 1 :— 

Lord Reay... ... —... 714 ~~ Lord Balfour of Burleigh 714 
Schedules agreed to. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh «. 714 Lord Tweedmouth Sea ivse TEE 


Standing Committee negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be 
received on Friday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. [No. 92,] 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourta SERIES. ] e 
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Diocesan Records Bill [.L.]—House in Committee (according ‘o Order) ; 
Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow... > oa pes oe a inp 


House adjourned at Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 21st MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Plymouth, 
Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be 
read a second time... _ site oe as Sie wid oes 


PrivaTE Bits |Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Brewery and 
Commercial Investment Trust, Limited, Bill [Lords]; Bristol Water Bill 
Lords]; Cork Electric Tramways Bill Poe ; Dearne Valley Railway 

ill [Lords]; Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords]; Glasgow and South 
Western Railway Bill lewd} Neath Harbour Bill [Lords] ; Rawmarsh 
Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ; Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords] ; Taff Vale Railway Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills be read 


a second time ... 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, 
referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz.:—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow pins =a one wine ris pee ae vee 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read 
a second time To-morrow bes ssi my oe ras ae 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill—Read the third time and passed 


Higham Ferrers Water Bill [Lords|—Queen’s consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ... ee ts A ae 


Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill (Lords]—Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments... ue: ~ ia én we oe ie 
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Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway Bill—Read the third 
time, and passed see bs eee we vhs ine on wwe 


Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords]—Queen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ... x ve adh on 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill; Charing Cross and Strand 
Electricity Supply Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time... ‘sé dd’ die oie eis nas cae (us oe 


Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords]; Dundee Harbour Bill [Lords]; Nottingham 
Corporation Bill; South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time ... wind a ss 


Great Central Railway Bill |Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 


Bray Urban District Council Bill (By Order)—Read a second time, 
and committed aS ead ea ie re tae pee see 


Cumberland County Council (Bridges) Bill—“ To transfer certain public 
bridges in the Parish of Crosthwaite, in the county of Cumberland, to the 
Cumberland County Council and other authorities ; and for other purposes,” 
read the first time ; to be read a second time iat ie bids 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read the third 
time, and passed ss ae in awe eer a ner wi 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Peter- 
sham) Provisional Order Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the 


third time To-morrow... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed ; ett nae a ess aed is By 


PigeR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 1)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Eastbourne, Ilfracombe, Lowestoft, and 
Portessie, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Eastbourne, Ilfracombe, Lowestoft, 
and Portessie,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 225.]... 


Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrpeERS (No. 14)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Gloucester, 
Northampton, and Torquay, and to the Walton-upon-Trent Bridge, in the 
counties of Derby and Stafford, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. 


Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—“To confirm 
~ gertain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Gloucester, Northampton, and Torquay, and to the Walton-upon-Trent 
Bridge, in the counties of Derby and Stafford,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bilis, 
and to be printed. [Bill 226.] ; ie oth ig 
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Buckingham, Towcester, and Metropolitan Junction Railway Bill— 
Order [19th February] that the Buckingham, Towcester, and Metropolitan 
Junction Railway Bill be committed, read, and eeu” Ordered, That 
the Bill be withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell, ) : 


Limbeth Water ae Rapeetes, with dierent: — to lie 95 
the Table 


Church’s Patent Bill [Lords]—Reported, without Amendment ; ees to 
lie upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third time.. a 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDS—That they have agreed to the Spalding Urban 
District Council (Water) Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water- 
works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Hoylake and West Kirby Gas and 
Water, Manningtree and Mistley ( (Essex) Gas, South Elmsall, South 
Kirkby, and North Elmsall Gas, and Steyning and District Water.” Gas 
and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords] es ' 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 227] .. ; es 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments eer ss at icogcoee from Greenock in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ; sie isa oh 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)—Petition from Dundee, in favour of ony sters no Ti 
tion ; to lie upon the Table ... : re! es x 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Scottish Temperance Federation ; and Grand Lodge of Scotland of the 
Independent Order of Good Templars ; to lie upon the Table 


Licensed Premises Hours of Sale (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the Grand 
Lodge of Scotland of the eer Order of Good seen. dete ir. favour ; 
to lie upon the Table .. 5 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) anna ti from ago, in in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table hie 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Edinburgh ; and Scottish Temperance Federation ; to lie upon the Table 


London y eg Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill-—Peti- 
tion from Hipperholme, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Luracy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Stow-on-the- Wold; Orsett ; and 
Bradford ; to lie upon the Table ia 


Midwives Bill—Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... 
Public Houses (Scotland) Later Opening Bill—Petitions in favour, from 


Glasgow (two) ; and Grand Lodge of Seotlind of the theme ih Order of 
Good Templars ; to lie upon the Table gS 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Meopham ; and Eastleigh ; to lie upon the Table ... Fe 


Sale of Intoxicating es on Sunday Bill and Sunday Closing 
(Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions from West Lancashire, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table is ma ae i us ae - 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children a ne . 


from Dundee, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
in favour, from Largs; Glasgow ; Grand Lodge of Scotland of the Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars ; Aberdeen ; Edinburgh (two) ; Down- 
field ; Walkerburn ; Greenock ; Scottish Temperance Federation ; Over- 
town : Peeble-Lochans ; and Darvel ; to lie upon the Table ah 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from. Shetfield (two); Coventry ; Grenoside (two); Penzance ; 
Liverpool ; Holbeck ; Glasgow ; Goole ; Bradford ; ane ‘and Chelms. 
ford ; to lie upon the Table. ... : 


Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) Amendment Bill— 


Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill-—Petitions in Harton from Cam- 
buslang ; and Eastleigh ; to lie upon the Table an 


Town Councils pean) a re from catia ebaaits to lie 
upon the Table ; ‘- ~ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JupiciaL Statistics (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Copy presented, of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales, 1898, Part Il. (Civil Judicial Statistics), 
edited by John Macdonell, esquire, C. B,, LL.D., Master of the — 
Court [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND Boroucus)—Copy presented, of Reports of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for the year ended 29th September, 
1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 181.] 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INsTRUCTION (IRELAND) Act, 1899—Copy 
presented, of Rules made under Section 3 3 of the Act (by wai to lie 
upon the Table ss Ses ie s 


RaILways (ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY SERVANTS OTHER THAN TRAIN ACCI- 
DENTS)—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th May; Mr. 
Channing] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No. 182.] 


TRADE Repoxrs (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual = Nos. 2426 to 2429 [by meena Le to 
lie upon the Table “ 


Soutn Arrica (TRANSPoRTS)—Return presented, relative thereto iisret 
6th February ; Mr. Weir] ; to lie upon the Table ... . 
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Papers LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovse—1. Inquiry 
into Charities (County of Lancaster).—Further Return relative thereto 
ordered 8th August, 1898; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed 
{So 183. ] 

2. Judicial Trustee Rules.—Copy of Rule made by the Lord Chancellor 
under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 [by Act] 


TscHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICATION OF FunpDs By LocaL AUTHORITIES)— 
Return ordered, “showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, 
Local Authorities in England, Wales, and Ireland have applied, or are 
applying, Funds for the purposes of Technical Education (including 
Science, Art, Technical, and Manual Instruction) during the years 1898-9 
and 1899-1900, under the following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and 
Excise) Act, 1890 ; Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and 1891; Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, 1889; and Public Libraries and Museums 
Acts.”—(Sir John Gorst) a “ aes en os se 


War Casuaties (Non-CoMBATANTS)—Address for “ Return of the number 
of Casualties during the War, as reported to the War Office, among Non- 
Combatants serving with the Army, ge rtd those caused by 
wounds and by disease.’ ’—(Mr. Humphreys-Owen) . = Sm ee 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFricAN War—Koorn Spruit DisaAsTER—Question, Mr, Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The Under as: patents. of State for War 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ’ 


RETIRED OFFICERS RESUMING ACTIVE SERVICE—Question, Mr. Faber Danisds : 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham - wah “as ; ‘ 


PROMOTIONS OF aac SH ae ces Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham as bis iow va - ‘a ‘is 


Borer PRISONERS—ACCOMMODATION ON THE “ MONGOLIAN ”—Question, Dr. 
Tanner (Cork County, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ss nee 


RESERVISTS’ SEPARATION pi gg gate — Rasch _— S.E. )3 ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ 


Cost or THE WAR—Tax ON MINING PRopucts—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the veda eae M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, i se 


RoyaL RESERVE REGIMENTS AND THE STANDING ARMy—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham +3 


NAVAL CoNSTRUCTION—MEssRS. ARMSTRONG, WHITWORTH, AND COMPANY 
—Questions, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answers, The First Lord of the 
Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, ‘St. George’s, Hanover Square) .. 


ADMIRALTY ConTRACTORS—-R. P. Houston AND Co.—Questions, Mr Moss 
(Denbighshire, E.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, The bers to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) 


GPEENWICH HospiTaL SPECIAL PENSioNS—Question, Mr. Thornton ne 
Answer, Mr. Macartney : ek on i ; 
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SamoaA—THE ANGLO-GERMAN CONVENTION—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tip- 
perary, Mid) ; Answer, the Under ey of State for Foreign Atfairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) a ; 


‘RusstA AND CorgA—New RwussiAN CoALING STATION AT MASAMPHO— 


Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff), Mr. —_— 
and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


InDIAN, GOLD CurRENCY—Questions, Mr. Maclean and Sir Henry Fowler 
(Wolverhampton, E.); Answers, the roger of State for India = G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) : ‘ 


CeYLoN—Sim West Rinceway’s Report oN CrimE—Question, Dr. Tanner ; 
Answer, the Secretary of State for the Colonies wae J. Shr: seen. 


Birmingham, W.) 


CEYLON—PLUMBAGO CURING wes ctllea ete Dr. Tanner ; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain a ; : ; : as a sie 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH Bitt—Sir SamMvuEL Way’s Virws—Question, 


Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 


AUSTRALIAN gg crag Sir — Gurdon 7 —_ N. )3 ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. ace 


JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE Privy CouNcIL—AUSTRALIAN REPRESENTA- 
TION—Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, The 7 General sa Robert 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs) : si ats ‘ = 


Privy CounciL APPEALS FROM AUSTRALIA—Question, Mr. Maclean; 
Answer, Sir Robert Finlay ; te. is wat ad oKd 


LocaL GovERNMENT AcT (List or VoTERS)—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Sir Robert Finlay ia is ae 


LonpoN Macistracy (BorouGH esi ira ae ee 
Answer, Sir Robert Finlay ... sak 


Foot AND Mouta DiskasE REGULATIONS IN NorFOLK—Questions, Mr. 
Price (Norfolk, E.) and Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8S.) ; Answers, the Presi- 
dent oi the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Der by) 


BoaRD OF EDUCATION (RE-ORGANISATION COMMITTEE)—Question, Mr. Hob- 
house (Somersetshire, E.) ; Answer, the Vice- Prosilont of the Committee 
of Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


DaMaGE TO Crops rroM RaiLway ENGINE SpARKS—Questions, Mr. Jeffreys 
(Hampshire, N.), Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs), Major Rasch, and 
Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answers, The President of the Board of Trade 


(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES—CaSE OF HoLpstock or Lypp— 
Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, kK.) ; Answer, ‘The Secre- 
tary of State for the Home a = M. White ° Ridley, Lanca- 


shire, Blackpool) 


THE EXAMINER OF PLays—Questions, Mr. Samuel Smith aera and 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Sir M. White Ridley A 
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TELEGRAPHIC ARRANGEMENTS IN MONTGOMERYSHIRE—Question, Colonel 
Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; hs The Financial nore 
to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


DENBIGHSHIRE PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS—Question, Mr. Moss rs 
East) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ron és : re 


RaTES DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY—SEPARATE ASSESSMENTS—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Hazell (Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury - ‘ay 


RoMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN ScotcH PrisoNs—Question, Mr. T. M. 
Healy (Louth, N.) ; niga The Lord Advocate ants A. Graham a 
Buteshire) 


IRELAND—DUBLIN POLICE AND THE SALVATION ARMY—Questions, Mr. 
William Johnston (Belfast, S.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... me ie 


County WICKLOW MAIL “0 lian Mr. James O’Connor ee 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury .. mm ate i sys * 


REMOVAL OF Docs FROM IRELAND—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde wr 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Long : ise — vb ‘ 


Betrast Lunatic AsyLuM—CasEe oF- ELiza CLINGAN—Question, Mr. 
M ‘Cartan (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour... 1” sek 


BELFast BoARD OF GUARDIANS—CONTRACTS—Question, Mr. M ‘Cartan ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... oy! ae ee ee we re 


Royat Irish CONSTABULARY JUBILEE FUND—Question, — Donelan 
(Cork, E.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ssa F ey wale 


MuNsTER—INSPECTORS UNDER THE SEED SUPPLY (IRELAND) AcT, 1898— 
Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour... 


TRANSFER OF PAUPERS FROM CARDIFF TO RaTHDOWN, Co. DuBLIN— 
Question, Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.); Answer, The need to 
the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, S.) 


CoorEHILL (Co, Cavan) URBAN CounciL CLERKSHIP—Question, Mr. 
Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ~ ae 


Cork County GAOL—DEATH OF A PRISONER—Questions, Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien (Cork), Mr. T. M. Healy, Dr. Tanner, Mr. Patrick ieee and 
Captain ve cl Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS BILL—Question, Mr. ~— (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the aia oe Jd. on Manchester, 
E.) 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams eben gina 
Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . 


THE RELIEF OF MAFEKING—BUSINESS OF THE HousE—THE WHITSUNTIDE 
RecEss—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. 
Samuel Smith, and Sir Charles Dilke aaa Forest of 7 : 
Answers, Mr. ‘A. J. Balfour and Mr. Goschen a 


Page 


739 


740 


740 


741 


. 743 


743 
744 
744 


745 


745 


746 


746 


747 


748 


748 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Lexiii 
‘age May 21.] Page 
NEW BILL. 
139 Post Orrice Sites—Bill to enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster General to 
acquire Lands in London, Bristol, Ilford, Sheffield, and Southampton for 
the public service ; and for other purposes, ordered to be brought in by 
40 _ Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Akers Douglas. 
Post Office Sites Bill—“ To enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster General to 
40 acquire Lands in London, Bristol, Ilford, Shettield, and Southampton for 
the public service ; and for other purposes,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 228.] ... dias a 749 
41 
PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
42 Sea Fisheries Bill (Nomination of Select Committee)—Mr. Vaughan- 
Davies, Mr. George Doughty, and Mr. Harry Foster nominated Members 
of the Committee. 
42 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That General Goldsworthy be 
another Member of the Committee.”—(Sir William Walrond.) 
43 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... oni i vas sais ins, 000 
Question put. 
43 The House divided :—Ayes, 212; Noes, 77. (Division List No. 130.) 
44 Sir Cameron Gull, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. 
Graham Murray, Mr. Pretyman, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Ritchie, 
Mr. Rothschild, and Captain Sinclair nominated other Members of the 
44 Committee.—(Sir William Walrond.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That five be the quorum of the 
45 Committee.” —(Sir William Walrond.) 
Sin J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ... ‘a aes os ot i. ae 
a Question put. 
The House divided—Ayes, 184; Noes, 116. (Division List No. 131.) 
46 Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—[Szconp Reapine]— 
Order for Second Keading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
46 second time.”—(Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 766 Mr. 8. T. Evans (Glamorganshire, 
47 Mr. Henniker-Heaton (Can- Mid pel see ... 194 
terbury) ... int ia. 208 The Attorney General (Sir Robert 
Mr. Blake (Longford, S.) .... 773 Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ... 796 
18 Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.)... 784 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 801 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertford- 
shire, Hertford) ... we 792 
Question put, and agreed to. 
t8 Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday, 18th June. 
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County Surveyors (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘Commissioners,’ to add the words ‘or 
shall have obtained the degree of Engineering in any University in Great 
Britain or Ireland.’”—(Mr. Lecky.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 
Question put, and negatived. 


Bill reported without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 
Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill—Con- 
sidered in Committee. 
Clause 1 :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
Youthful Offenders Bill aes he inlaid Reapinc]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(Mr. Secretary White Ridley.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Carvell Williams.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Green, SW.) .. 811 Ilkeston) 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hack- Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, 
ney, 8.) .. ; 814 St. Albans) ... 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) , 
(Stockton) 816 Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, 
Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E. ) 819 Partick) ‘ ae 
Sir William Anson (Oxford Mr. Scott (Lancashire, Leig gh) ... 
University) 821 The Secretary of State for the 
Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, Home Department (Sir M. 
N. 822 White Ridley, Lancs., Black- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn pool) . 
Regis) ... 825 Mr. Hurrington "(Dublin, Har- 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- bour) .. 
pool, Scotland) ... 827 Sir J. Brunner (Cheshire North- 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnar- wich) .. 
vonshire, Eifion) 832 Mr. Maddison (Shefield, Bright 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, side) . 
N.) bei 834 


It being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. . 
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Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill—Read a second heya and com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee on Law, etc. ... : 856 


Colonial Solicitors Bill—Considered in ee and , srt as 
amended, to be considered to-morrow a 856 


County Councils a axe eiekié —_—o swig the third 


time, and passed 856 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: TUESDAY, 22np MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the. Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :—Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 4) [H.L.]. The same was ordered to lie on the Table ... ... 857 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill—The Cuamrman or CoMMITTEES 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Order made on the 10th instant discharged, and Bill committed . .. 857 


Central London Railway Bill—Read 2%, and committed ... ved .. 857 


Rotherham mannetenaes icon (a. L. een 34; and a and sent to the 
Commons , 857 


Glastonbury Corporation Gas Bill—Read 3%, with the rare, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons ie 857 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Lancashire, Derbyshire, and 
East Coast Railway ee trom the Commons ; ; Tead ei and 
referred to the Examiners... 857 


Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill [H.L.]; Birmingham University 
Bill [u.u.]; New Russia Wiheeizale Bill ve L. ue from the Commons 
agreed to ves 857 


Wetherby District Water _—o from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to ro 857 


Otley Urban District Council Water Bill [x.L. Lpiasop sient from the 
Commons agreed to, with an Amendment ... 858 


Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [u.L.] ; Higham Ferrers 
Water Bill [H.L. eratenonsensin from the Commons —_— ” with Amend- 
ments ... pak “3 ... 858 


Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill [H.L.]; Southampton Harbour Bill [H.L.] 
—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to... ha S . 858 
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Margate Corporation Bill [H. L.]}—The Queen’s consent neeieh 53 and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with Amendments ... 


Westgate and Birchington Water Bill o L.J— — from the Select 
Committee with Amendments... ... ce ceeeee 


Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill “3 Sates igcasle from the Select 
Committee with Amendments 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Brought from the 
Committee ; Read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 
(No. 95.) aa ae in or ini ve re 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. Bill [#.1.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill fs.) Commited to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Friday next . 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.]; Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [H.L.]}—Committed to a Committee of the whole House 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [u.L.]; Tramways OrdersConfir- 
mation(No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.]; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ie 0s Bill og L, tray 20 foeorts 
to Order) ei 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United Districts, etc.) Bill (x. keireaed 9 3 filial to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons on 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp (ScoTLAND)—Fifth Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board for Scotland ; goneee (by yay and ordered 
to lieon the Table. 


County Councils (Elections) Act (1891) Amendment Bill (No. 93) ; 
County Surveyors ([reland) Bill a “i ee from the Commons ; 
read 1%; and to be printed 





THE WHITSUNTIDE RecEss—Question, The Earl of Kimberley; Answer, 
The Prime Minister and ssastuanandl of State for ee Affairs gs 
Marquess of Salisbury) + 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—[Sxconp 
READING |—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Earl Grey.) 
Lord Belper 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Friday next. 


858 


858 


858 


858 


858 


858 


859 


859 


859 


861 





ge 


8 


59 


59 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxvii 
May 22.| Page 


Shops (Early Closing) Bill [4.L.|—[Szconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Lord Lister ae ... 866 The Lord Bishop of Winchester 872 

The Prime Minister and Sec- The Chairman of Committees (The 
retary of State for Foreign Earl of Morley) Beek wos OFG 
Affairs (The Marquess of Lord Norton... a ... 876 
Salisbury) vee cas GBT The Earl of Northbrook... ... 876 

The Earl of Kimberley... 871 Lord Avebury ... ene Rey SY | 


On Question, their Lordships divided : Contents, 16 ; Not Contents, 77. 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—{Committee]. House in Committee 
(according to Order). 


Clause 1 :— 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


879 
Amendment moved. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2 amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
The Earl of Arran ... 879 The Marquess of Salisbury ... 880 
Amendment moved— 
“ After Clause 3, to insert the following new clause:—‘4. The Commis- 
sioners of Works and the council of any administrative county may in respect 
of any monument in the county, or in any adjacent county, enter into and carry 
into effect any agreements for the transfer from the Commissioners of Works to 
the council, or from the council to the Commissioners of Works, of such monu- 
ment or of any estate or interest therein or of the guardianship thereof.’ ”— 
(Lord Avebury.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4 amended and agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 
Lord Avebury... ode ie wr Be Si is i oa 


Amendment, by leave of the House, postponed. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 5, page 2, line 5, at end of clause, to insert a new sub-section : 
(3) ‘In the apie of this Act to Scotland a reference to the council of any 
county shall construed as a reference to any county council within the 
meaning of the Local Governm:nt (Scotland) Act, 1899.’”—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee, and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 96.) 
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Public Health (Ireland) Bill [Seconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Earl of 
Denbigh.) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2“ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the "hole House on Friday next... fr ie > 
Diocesan Records Bill [H.L. Peer 3 — to a and or. 
and sent to the Commons 882 
South AFricAN WAR—CouNTY COUNCILLORS AT THE FRONT. 
The Duke of Northumberland ... 882 The Marquess of Salisbury .-- 883 


VOLUNTEER PAY AND ATTENDANCE IN CAMP—Question, Earl Spencer ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne)... 885 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six of the clock. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 22Np MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London United Traways Bill (by Order)—Order for Consideration, as 
amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ Pages 30 and 31, to leave out 
Clause 26, and insert the following clause :—(1) The Company, at all 
times after the opening of the tramways for public traffic, shall, and they 
are hereby required to run a proper and sufficient service of carriages for 
artisans, mechanics, and daily labourers each way every morning and 
every evening (Sundays, Christmas Day, and Good Friday always excepted), 
at such hours, not being later than eight o’clock in the morning or earlier 
than five o’clock in the evening respectively, as may be most convenient 
for such workmen going to and returning from their work, at fares not 
exceeding one halfpenny for every mile or fraction of that distance. On 
Saturdays the company, in lieu of running such carriages after five o’clock 
in the evening, shall run the same at such hours between noon and two 
o'clock in the afternoon as may be most convenient for the said purposes ; 
(2) If complaint is made to the Board of Trade that such proper and 
sufficient service is not provided, the Board, after considering the circum- 
stances of the locality, may by order direct the company to provide such 
service as may appear to the Board to be reasonable ; (3) The company 
shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding five pounds for every day during 
which they fail to comply with any order under this section.”—(Mr. 


Lough.) 
Question, “That those words be there added,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time _.... ide oe bes vob i. 
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Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords] (by Order). 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Order for the Com- 
mittal of the Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords] 
be discharged, and that the Bill be committed to a Select Committee.”— 


(Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) 890 
Sir John Brunner '(Cheshire, 
Northwich) as 891 
Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) A 892 
The Chairman of Committees 
(Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cum- 


berland, Penrith) ..- 894 
Sir Joseph Pease ( Dura, 
Barnard Castle)...  — 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 122 ; Noes, 201. 


The Parliamentary Charity Com- 
missioner (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 

Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Dis- 
trict) .. 

The First Lord “of the “Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) 

Mr. Hedderwick (Wicks Burgh) 

Mr. J. W. Lowther... 


(Division List No. 132.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill 
[Lords] to make provision in Clause 9 for the appointment of Governors 
representative of the School Board for Birmingham.”—-(Mr. Yorall.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Alfred Hutton (York- 
shire, W.R., Morley) ... 905 
Col. Milward (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-A von) 13 OO 
Mr. Maddison ~— 
Brightside)... 906 


The Seeing” of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.)_ ... fos 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) on om 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Debate be now ad- 


journed.”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. J. Chamberlain i SS 
Mr. James Lowther nitions 
Thanet)... .. 913 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. J. Chamberlain .. 914 
Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, 
Bodmin) soe i. “Oe 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Sir J. lacs (Manchester, 


tapos 


Mr. Lowe 
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Amendment proposed—To amend the Instruction by omitting the words 
“in Clause 9,” and substituting the words “a governor ” for “ governors.” 
—(Mr. Wallace.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Main Question, as amended, put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 201. (Division List No. 133.) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILts (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. Ordered that the Bill be 
read a second time to-morrow he Wes rh ii ich is 


Wetherby District — _ Lords Amendments considered and 
agreed to 


Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill [Lords]; Birmingham University 
ill [Lords]|—Read the third time and passed, without amendment 


Cork, Bandon, and South Coast mgiaiad aa ong Topo the third 


time, and passed, with Amendments.. 


Latimer Road pete conus easiniad Bill—Read the third time, and 
passed ies is oe aa ‘ie 


New Russia Company Se 9: ana the third time, and pened, with- 
out amendment 


Otley Urban District Council Water Bill coma Read the third time, 
and passed, with an Amendment 


City of London Electric Lighting Bill ; East London Water Bill ; London 
and North Western Railway Bill ; London and North Western Railway 
(Wales) Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


London “7 ~~ ery om sare od a second time, and com- 


mitted 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Metropolitan Common ‘Scheme ieee 
Provisional Order Bill—Read the third time, and passed .. ‘a 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—Read a second time, and committed : 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 15)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the 
Birmingham, Tame, and Rea Main Sewerage District, and to Leeds and 
Wolverhampton, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr, 
Chaplin. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill—‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the 
Birmingham, Tame, and Rea Main Sewerage District, and to Leeds and 
Wolverhampton,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 229] ae 1% tes = 

Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill—-Reported 
[Preamble not sorely: Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill; Cowes Pier Bill 
Lords]; Huddersfield Corporation Tramways (Re-Committed) Bill— 
eported with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed... : vy ‘ti ss ; 


Post Office Sites Bill—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills do examine the Post Office Sites Bill, with respect to compliance 
with the Standing Orders relative to Private Bills—(Mr. Hanbury) 


MésSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to empower the Urban 
District Council for the district of Aston Manor, in the County of 
Warwick, to construct tramways, and to confer various powers relating 
tt a upon that District Council.” Aston Manor Tramways Bill 

ords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for the abandonment of the Muirkirk, 
Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways.” Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dal- 
mellington Railways (Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Company of Proprietors 
of the Margate Pier and Harbour to construct works ; to raise additional 
capital ; and for other purposes relating to the undertaking of the Com- 
pany.” Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Aet for conferring further powers on the 
South Eastern Railway Company in reference to their own undertaking 
and the undertakings of other companies in which they are interested ; 
and for other purposes.” South Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Company; and for other purposes.” 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill [Lords] ay BS oat 


‘Aston Manor Tramways Bill [Lords]; Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dal- 
mellington Railways (Abandonment) Bill [Lords]; Margate Pier and Har- 
bour Bill [Lords] ; South Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]; Whitechapel and 
Bow Railway Bill (Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .... a ime de sae 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Caithness, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table rey za a Si nA ves 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Master Bakers of 
South St. Pancras; Poplar; Southwark; Peckham; North Lambeth ; 


Deptford ; Norwood ; and Tottenham ; to lie upon the Table 
VOL. LXXXIII. [Fovrta Seriss.] , | 
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Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the 


Scottish Temperance Federation, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Authorities Officers’ or Bill—Petition from 
Gloucester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table : 8. e fed 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Wem and Northwich ; to lie 7 
the Table és : se : 


Merchant ag ised (Liability of Shipowners and others) Bill—Peti- 


tion from Montrose, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Public Health Bill—Petition from peer ce ve: to lie upon the 
Table A a re am 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later Opening Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Greenock, and Scottish Temperance Federation ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Registration of Firms Bill—Petition of the Incorporated Society of Law 
Agents in Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table , ist 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday oo from Wood- 
bridge, against ; to lie upon the Table a isp 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill-—Petitions in favour, from 
Whitechapel ; and Brighton ; to lie upon the Table —_ as 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
against, from Paisley and Renfrew ; Dundee ; and Cupar ; to lie upon the 
Table ios és * sh are fe 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
in favour, from Crail ; Cupar; Lochgelly ; Charlestown ; Paisley ; Inver- 
ness; Sandwick; Noltland; Forfar; Brechin; Montrose; Arbroath ; 
Ardrishaig : Kilmalcolm : Uphall ; Bathgate ; Conon Bridge ; 5 Dundee (six) 
and Perth ; to lie upon the Table _ sa ‘ ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Gosport ; New Brancepeth (two) ; Seaford ; Sheffield (four) ; 
Scarborough ; W illington ; Mid Durham; Neweastle-on-Tyne ; Lower 
Clapton ; Midland Temperance League ; Hurst Brook; Shrewsbury ; 
New Mills (four); Birch Vale ; Compstall ; Chapel-en-le-Frith (two) ; 
Thornsett ; Bugsworth ; Brook Bottom ; Preston (two) ; Sussex United 
Temperance Council; Southport; Yorkshire; Manchester; High 
Wycomb ; Gurney Valley; Ferndale ; Pontypool ; Liverpool ; isaeke- 
shire ; Guiseley ; Victoria Park ; City Road ; Lowestoft ; Leith; Barry ; 
Tongwynlais ; B ridgend ; Llantrissant ; ; and Hulme ; to lie upon the Table 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—Petitions for legislation, from 
New Winchester ; Dimbleby ; and Kendal ; to lie upon the “Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ; 
Mid Durham ; Shrewsbury ; Wolverhampton ; Newcastle ; York ; Sussex 
United Temperance Council ; Ferndale; Hulme ; and Lowestoft ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Youthful Offenders Bill—Petitions against, from Hulme ; and Manchester 
and Salford ; to lie upon the Table .., “ty : 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Sour Arrica (TR re te succes 21st Peisget to be printed. 
[No. 184.] ni ie ia Ke 


LocAL GOVERNMENT Boarp (ScoTLAND) —Copy presented, of Fifth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board for Scotland d [by Saagage: to 
lie upon the Table # 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE—Copy presented, of Report of the Governors of 
Wellington College for the year ending 31st December, 1899, with 
Accounts [by Command] ; to lie upon the “Table ... i 


PusLic ELEMENTARY ScHOOLS WARNED—Quarterly returns ordered, “ by 
counties, of the Public Elementary Schools (1) which have been 
warned by the Board of Education under Article 86 of the Code, in- 
cluding schools from which the grant has been withheld under that 
article ; (2) which have been warned by the Board of Education that 
the annual grant will, in future, be withheld unless defects in the school 
premises are remedied; (3) the annual grants to which have been 
suspended for three months or more from the date of the receipt by 
the Board of Education of the inspector's report on account of defects 
in school premises (in continuation of Parliamentary — No. 177, of 
Session 1899).”—(Sw Francis Powell.) a i; 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES (AccOUNTS)—Return ordered, “of the 
Accounts, as they are respectively made up, of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies and of the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee to the 30th 
day of September and the 3lst day of December, 1899 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 340, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. 7. W. Russell.) 


Burial Grounds Bil!—Reported from the Standing Committee on Law, etc., 
with Amendinents. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 185.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 185.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 230.] 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITrEES)—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure :—Lord Hugh Cecil and Mr. Griffith-Boscawen ; and had 
appointed in substitution: Viscount Cranborne and Mr. Bromley- 
Davenport. 

Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee, That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure, the following Fifteen Members in respect of the County 

- and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill: Mr. Attorney General, 
Mr. Bond, “Mr. Boulnois, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Causton, Mr. Cohen, Mr. 
Alban Gibbs, Captain Jessel, Mr. Lough, Sir Samuel Montagu, Mr. 
Reckitt, Mr. W. F. D, Smith, Mr. Steadman, Mr. James Stuart, ‘and Mr. 
Whitmore, 


Reports to lie upon the Table 
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QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN War—Spion Kop, PAARDEBERG, AND KooRN SPRUIT 
DESPATCHES—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 2%)... ae 


APPOINTMENT OF ENGLISH OFFICERS TO IRISH REGIMENTS—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... vee si my 


FoRFEITURES OF PROPERTY IN THE TRANSVAAL—Question, Mr. Lees 
Knowles (Salford, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ab : si 


Rep Cross DistinGUISHING MARKS—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.) ; Answer, The Under a, of State for War 3 Wy dapat 
Dover) .. 


Army Pay DEPARTMENT—RESERVISTS’ SEPARATION ALLOWANCES — pis 
Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : is ie 


Comforts ror WouNDED SoLpiers—Question, Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolver- 
hampton, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ak we i vis 


War Orrick Contracts—HAay—Questions, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, 
Evesham) and Major Rasch (Essex, $.E.); Answers, The Finaneial Secretary 
to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 8.) 


THE VOLUNTEER RESERVE—Question, Mr. F. W. Wilson ape Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham bi fa des we vi 


MinitrA—CANDIDATES FOR LINE CoMMISSIONS—Question, Major Rasch ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham id Se ee sie sa ion 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ OUTFIT ALLOWANCE—Questions, Captain Norton and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham di ¥2 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET AND CHANNEL SQUADRON CRUISERS—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The First Lord 
of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) ... 


WaTER TUBE a ree Mr. Allan (Gateshead); Answer, Mr. 
Goschen wets - — ne = an és 


INDIAN FAMINE AND CHOLERA—SuppLy or Docrors AND NursES— 
Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh}; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, M iddlesex, Faling) 


AsHANTI—THE DIsTURBANCES AT CoomassitE—Question, Dr. Tanner (Cork 
County, Mid); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a = : 


Cuina—-TarirF Revision—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barnsley) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


TurkEY—ProposeD INCREASED Duties ON BritisH Goops—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Walton ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick on vin “a - 


THE WaAIMA ARBITRATION—Question, Sir Charles Dilke; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick sie ak Sts ae 6s Zs 
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Russta AND Korea—THe MasampHo Coatine StTaTioN—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Walton; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ibs sta site th 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY’S CABLE EXTENSIONS—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, The Chancellor of the ae —_ M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, Wal ses 


Azores CABLE OFFICE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSIONERS AND THE HorNING ScHooL BoarpD—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Lees Knowles a 


Great WESTERN RAILWAY—PontTypooL Roap TIMEKEEPER’S OFrFICE— 
Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, The President of 
the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... * ay a 


DevONPORT CORPORATION BILL —Question, Sir J. W. Maclure (Lancashire, 
Stretford) ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; : es <a ok 


PRINCE CoNSORT MEMORIAL IN KENSINGTON GARDENS—Question, Colonel 
Foster (Lancashire, Lancaster); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Long, Live erpool, West Derby) 


WatrorD PosTMEN’s PARCELS ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, The Financial er to the ne - 
Hanbury, Preston) 


THe Arms Act AND IRISH RIFLE agi sepa Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham - oe i wins 


PoPpULAR OUTBURSTS IN BELFAST—Questions, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) 
and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : 


BLACKHEAD LIGHTHOUSE, County ANTRIM—Question, Colonel M‘Calmont 
(Antrim, E.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... i jak as a ye 


LISDOONVARNA—PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE LICENSING AcT—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answer, The Attor asi General for Ireland — At- 
kinson, Londonderry, N.) 


PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for Ireland 
(Mr. Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) ¥e ii : 


CAHERRUSH AND QuILTY FisHERIES—Questions, Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Plunkett ba uy 


KILLEDYSERT CREEK—Question, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. Plunkett . 


Irish LAND PurcHASE—CLARE V. Reip—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, 
S.) ; Answer, The Chief —e for Ireland er G. W. ee Leeds, 
Central) 

Newry Boarp oF GuARDIANS—CASE OF JOHN shinai Mr. 
Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour bes ae swe as 


DsatH oF CoNsTABLE Murpuy AT LurGaAN—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour .. i a ‘ts diet Ses pes 
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Croom Union DispeNsary Docror—Question, Mr. Field eta St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour hs ; ea : .- 941 


Betrast Lunatic AsyLtuM—Case or Etiza CLINGAN—Question, Mr. 
M‘Cartan ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour _... ae ai ae se ON 


CuHarity Commission — SuGGEstED CoMMITTEE—Question, Mr. Alfred 
Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... «<< 


NEW BILL. 


EpucaTION OF THE BLIND (SCoTLAND)—Bill to amend the Law in regard to 
the Education of the Blind in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
John Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. James Campbell, Mr. Baird, Lord Balcarres, 
and Mr. Tennant. 


Education of the Blind (Scotland) Bill—‘‘To amend the Law in regard 
to the Education of the Blind in Scotland,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; 4 be read a second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 231.] as wi is sis as 1 .. 943 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
BUSINESS OF THE House (ORDERS OF THE Day)—Ordered, That the pro- 


ceedings on the Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill have precedence this day 
of the Notices of Motions and the other Orders of the Day.—(Mr. Bulfour) 948 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—Order for Committee read. 
Mr. Speaker a w- 943 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E£.) ... .. O44 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Dillon ip oes bob on a at em! .. 944 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the words ‘in any court.’ ”—(Mr. 
Swift MacNeill.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) — ... 944 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
* To leave out Sub-section (6) of Clause 1.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section (b) stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Atkinson ia .. 949 Mr. Dillon Suh iss we. 952 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 951 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 20, to leave out Sub-section (c) of Clause 1.” —(M>. Dilion.) 
Question proposed, “That Sub-section (c) stand part of the clause.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 1, to leave out Sub-seetion (/) of Clause 1.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed, “That Sub-section (/) stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Atkinson... ... 954 Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) 956 
Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) 956 
NV.) ie Mer se «6954 Mr. Swift MacNeill : a6 OO 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
_ “To insert as a new sub-section—‘(y) the loan having been in the first 
instance for a sum exceeding £10 in contravention of Section 24 of the principal 
Act.’”—(Serjeant Hemphill.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. William Moore (An- Mr. Atkinson... alg ». 966 
trim, N.) a .- 958 Mr. Dillon . J, be wee 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 8, after ‘charged,’ to insert, ‘and illegal fines and charges 
exacted, including sums charged for petty sessions, stamps, or summonses that 
were not issued.’ ”—-(.Ur. Surft MacNeill.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Atkinson i .-. 959 Mr. Swift MacNeill... .. 959 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 11, after the word ‘excess’ to add the words, ‘or in the 
event of its being found impossible to obtain such an account, as hereinafter 
provided, such sums as may under all the circumstances appear to the Court 
equitable.’ ”-—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Atkinson ve er Mr. Dillon “ia - .. 963 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... «. 962 Serjeant Hemphill ea ... 963 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Mr. Dillon es ve ie er we a 6% 132), 268 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 17, to leave out from the word ‘note’ to the end of line 

23, and insert the words ‘in cases wherein the note sued on is the last of a 

series of notes which have been given as renewals in whole or in part, or in 

substitution for any promissory note theretofore made by the borrower, or any 

erson on his behalf, the account shall be taken from the first transaction 
tween the parties.” —(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Atkinson oe ... 964 Serjeant Hemphill ae .-- 965 
Mr. Dillon ks ... 964 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 32, after the word ‘defendant,’ to add the words ‘ (6) If 
the Court is not satisfied as to the correctness of the account, it may order an 
account to be taken by an independent office, and the costs of such account 


shall be charged against the society or its officers, as to the Court may appear 
just.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Atkinson a ry ah sie 43 oe vg ... 965 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Dillon au6 ... 965 Mr. Atkinson ... —_ is 6ST 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 3 amended, and agreed to. 


Clause 4 :— 

DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon set oe Mr. T. M. Healy _... a 
Mr. Atkinson a ee 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next. 


IMPERIAL TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION [RESOLUTION]—Motion made and 
Question proposed, “ That it is desirable that inquiry should be held into 
the commercial and strategic defects of Imperial telegraphic communica- 
tion.” —(Sir Edward Sassoon.) 
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DISCUSSION :-- 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, The Financial Secretary to the 
Forest of Dean) .. 980 Treasury (Mr. eiaitiae 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertford- Preston) 
shire, St. Albans) ... 986 Mr. Coghill ( (Stoke-upon-Trent) .. 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) 
Hamlets, Poplar) sia. 990 The First Lord of the Treasury 

Mr. Boscawen (Kent, Tun- (Mr. A. J. ee Man- 
bridge) ... dis sxe SOM chester, EL.) ... 6 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


HosPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM Rates)—Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the operation of the Law by which hospitals and 
other institutions for the care and treatment of the sick, or of those 
afflicted in mind or body, are liable to local rates, and to report whether 
under any and what conditions it is for the public interest that such 
hospitals and institutions, or any of them, should be exempted wholly or 
in part from such liability in future. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum. 
Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of :—Mr. Bonsor, Dr. Farqu- 
harson, Mr. Hayes Fisher, Sir Cameron Gull, Sir John Maclure, Mr. 
MCrae, Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Tomlinson, 
Mr. Lawson Walton, “Mr. Warr, and Sir James Woodhouse.—(Sir William 
Walrond) e : ae e : ee ae Bee = 


Registration of Firms Bill--The Select Committee on Registration of 
Firms Bill was nominated of :—Mr. Michael Austin, Mr. Emmott, Sir 
Robert Finlay, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. Hazell, Mr. 
Holland, Sir Seymour King, Mr. Monk, Mr. Palmer, Sir James Rankin, 
Sir Albert Rollit, and Sir John Stirling-Maxwell. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond) 
Electric Lighting Act (1882) Amendment Bill—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn 
Beer Retailers and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill— 


Considered in Committee, and —e as amended, to be considered 
upon Thursday tes - ae 0 mee . 


Colonial ore Bill—As amended, considered ; read the third time, and 
passed .. Hed ine ee oe eat ets 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 23rp MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill {Lords}|—Queen’s 
consent signified ; read the third time, ard passed, with Amendments 
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Rhymney Iron Company Bill ae Read the third -— and cman 
without amendment ... . 


Ilfracombe eee Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time a = xe a4 be 


St Albans Water Bill—As amended, considered; a clause and schedule 
added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Commercial Union Assurance Company Bill [Lords]; Milford Docks 
Bill [Lords]; Rotherhithe and Ratcliffe Tunnel Bill [Lords ¥ —Read a 
second time, and committed . 


Local Government Provisional ee -_ bi Bill—Kead a second time, 
and committed . 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Copy ordered, ‘ 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provi- 
sional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie) 


Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Railway Bills (Group 7)—Mr. W..H. HoLtanp reported from the 
Committee on Group 7 of Railway Bills, That, there being no business 
ready for the consideration of the Committee, they had adjourned till 
Friday, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


Newport Corporation Bill {Lords|—Reported, with hcnenaaeal Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed - “3 +s 


Farnworth Urban District Council Bill — Reported from the Select 
Committee on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section A), with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... ; 


Halifax Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with Amendments ; — 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ie an 


Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill—Reporied, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed “ss en ms 


Gas Light and Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas 
Companies Bill—Reported with Amendments ; ; aga to lie — the 
Table ; ra sii ; * os 


PETITIONS. 


Companies Bill—Petition from Huddersfield, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table . ss ~ den as sh om és 


County Courts Bill—Petition from Birmingham, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table ” ree me site oe fs 


Elementary Education Bill—Petition from Hedworth, Monkton, and 
Jarrow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table oe — is 
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Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Master Bakers 
of Central Hackney ; Dulwich ; Wandsw orth ; Mile End ; Kennington ; 
Brixton ; Battersea; West St. Pancras ; North Hackney ; and South 
Islington ; to lie upon the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—Petition from Greenock, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ; , : 


Incest Bill—Petition from Bristol, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill— 
Petitions in favour, from Tollington Park ; West Green ; General Union of 
Weavers and Textile Workers ; Rothwell ; Birkdale ; ’Stockton-on- Tees ; 
and Boston ; to lie upon the Table ... as es are as 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Wandsworth and Clapham ; and 
Carlisle ; to lie upon the Table ms xe Be =p ‘a 


Midwives Bill—Petition from Poplar, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Parliamentary Franchise (Extension to Women) Bill—Petition of the 
Royal, Parliamentary, and Police Burghs of Scotland, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


PAUPER IMBECILES AND EPILEPTICS (MAINTENANCE IN SEPARATE INSTITU- 
TION)-—Petition from Kendal, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later Opening Bill—Petition from Kilmarnock, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; ne ae 5 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petitions against establishment, 
from Stirling ; and Linlithgow ; to lie upon the Table hk ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill-—Petitions in 
favour, from Sheffield ; North and West Finchley ; London ; Garforth ; 
Marylebone ; Nottingham ; Lowestoft ; Halifax (two); Stoke Newington ; 
Kelvedon ; Wetherby; Margate ; Salisbury ; Doncaster ; Fulham; Bristol ; 
Taunton (seven) ; Middleton; Lochgelly ; Netherton; Heaton Norris ; 
Bristol and Bath ; Liverpool ; and Wakefield (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill, and Sunday 
Closing ee Bill—Petition from Michaelstone, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table . ie a ae ‘by sd ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Bonnybrigg ; Aberdeen ; and naan i to lie upon the 
Table : ws - brid 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
against, from Edinburgh and Leith ; and Falkirk; to lie upon the Table 


Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) a — 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—Péetitions for legislation, from 
Worksop ; Sculcoates ; Stratton ; and Poplar ; to lie upon the Table 
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Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Halifax 
(three) ; Lowestoft ; Wetherby ; and Bristol ; to lie upon the Table... 1016 


Town Councils ne) Bill—Petition from ns against, to lie 
upon the Table ; wee R a neh .. 1016 


Youthful Offenders — Petition from Manchester, against ; to lie - 
the Table ive : .. 1016 


SITTINGS OF THE Hovuse—CoMMITTEES—ASCENSION Day—Motion made, 
and Question proposed, “That Committees do not sit To-morrow, being 
Ascension Day, until Two of the clock.”—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Labouchere (Northamp- Mr. William Johnston (Bel- 
ton) 1019 fast, S.) , sas .» 1027 
Lord Hugh ( ‘ecil (Greenwich) 1021 Mr, Flynn (Cork, E. ee ee | 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) 1028 
South Molton) ... ... 1024 Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E. ) 1028 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Mr. Jasper More (Shropshire, 
Thanet) .. .. 1025 - Ludlow) ie 1028 
Mr. John Ellis ( Nottingham- Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, 
shire, Rusheliffe) ... 1026 Kirkdale) ... . 1029 


Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E. ) 1030 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 106 ; Noes, 100. (Division List No. 134.) 


ProcEDURE—MotTIons BY PRIVATE MEMBERS WITHOUT NoTICE FOR IMME- 
DIATE ADJOURNMENT. 


Question— Mr, James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) re we ss . 1031 
Ruling—Mr. Speaker ... ss ap as bis sic = ... 1033 


Sea Fisheries Bill—Ordered, That the Report and Evidence taken before 
the Select Committee on Sea Fisheries in 1893 be referred to the Select 
Committee on Sea Fisheries Bill.—(Mr. Ritchie)... és we ... 1034 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill— 
[SrconD Reapinc|—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Lough.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Boulnois.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present 


(Lord Huexu Crcit, Greenwich). House counted, and forty Members 
being found present, 











TABLE UF CONTENTS. 


May 23.] 
DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertford- Mr, Radcliffe Cooke (Hereford) ... 
shire, Hertford) ... ... 1049 The Secretary to the Local Govern- 

Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- ment Board (Mr. T. W. 
shire, W.) Ae ... 1054 Russell, Tyrone, W.) ... Me 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford Uni- Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) 
versity) ... nf ... 1056 Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 

Mr. Haldane (Haddington- Mr. Arnold (Halifax) ... 
shire)... pen ... 1059 Mr. Tritton (Norwood)... .. 

Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, 
Peckham) de .-- 1062 Dulwich) ‘ Was i 

Mr. Stuart — (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) ... ee ..- 1065 


Question put. 

The House divided :— Ayes, 248; Noes, 129. (Division List No. 135.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be committed to 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Debate arising, and it being after half-past Five of the clock, the Debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday, 14th June. 


NEW BILLS. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE—Bill to amend the Law in regard t»‘ » qualifications 
of Justices of the Peace, ordered to be brought in b, *' . Luttrell, Mr. 
Courtney, Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. Hare, Sir Joseph Leese, and Mr. 


Logan. 


Justices of the Peace Bill—“ To amend the Law in regard to the qualifica- 
tions of Justices of the Peace,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, lst June, and to be printed. 


[Bill 232. ] 


CruELTy To ANIMALS AcTS AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Acts relating 
to Cruelty to Animals, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Philip 
Stanhope, General Goldsworthy, Mr. John Burns, and Sir William Wed- 


derburn. 


Cruelty to Animals Acts Amendment Bill—‘“ To amend the Acts relating 
to Cruelty to Animals,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, 1st June, and to be printed. [Bill 233.] 


Witp ANrMALs’ Prorection—Bill to make better provision for the Pro- 
tection of Wild Animals, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Luttrell, Mr. 
Philip Stanhope, General Goldsworthy, and Sir William Wedderburn. 


Wild Animals’ Protection Bill—‘‘To make better provision for the 
Protection of Wild Animals,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, 1st June, and to be printed. [Bill 


234. ] ay 
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TENANT Farmers (SporTING Ricuts)—Bill to amend the Law with regard 
to the Sporting Rights of Tenant Farmers, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Channing, and Mr. Lambert. 


Tenant Farmers (Sporting Rights) Bill—“ To amend the Law with regard 
to the Sporting Rights of Tenant Farmers,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time upon Friday, lst June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 235.] ... ve a 


Pusuic Petitions CoMMITTEE—Sixth Report — up, and read ; to lic 
upon the Table and to be printed es > id’ : 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, 24TH MAY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Devonport Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. 
On the Question that Clause 81 stand part of the Bill, 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 


The clause was omitted and the other Amendments of the promoters 
agreed to. Bill ordered to be read the third time. 


Private Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the 
First Reading thereof, ‘the St anding Orders not previously inquired into, 
and which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 
Birmingham Corporation (Stock) Bill [Lords] ; Sheffield District Railway 
Bill [Lords] ; Wirral Railway Bill clea Ordered, That the Bills be read 
a second time . ; 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill; Charing Cross and Strand 
Electricity Supply Bill—Read the third time, and passed ‘ ke 


Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords]; Dundee Harbour Bill [Lords]—Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ... : be a ‘ie 


Nottingham Corporation Bill—Read the third time, and passed ... 


South Eastern Metropolitan — on Read the third —_ and 
passed. [New Title] ... on és 


South alam hsmeentnndel _ [by ee the third time, and 
passed .. ; 


Devonport Corporation Bill—As amended, considered ; a clause added ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time = ba 


London County Council (Improvements) Bill—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time a ; 
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British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire — Bill. a neti 


with an Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Portland Urban District Gas Bill; Mid Kent Water Bill; Jarrow and 
Hebburn Electricity Supply Bill ; Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill [Lords] ; 
Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District Gas Bill [Lords|—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill Dict 12. smaiiitee with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table ; 5s 


Government Stock and other Securities Investment comms Bill 
{Lords|—Reported, without amendment ; vai to lie a the Table ; 
Bill to be read the third time : : - 


Great Berkhampstead Water Bill [Lords]; Paignton Urban District 
Water Bill [Lords]; Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill 
[ Lords]|—Reported, ‘with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed oe es a pe ee hie 2 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill—Reporied ; Report to lie upon the Table ... 


Dublin Electric Lighting Bill— riba apna with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table... zs ii 


PETITIONS. 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Master Bakers 
of Woolwich; Lewisham; North Paddington; East St. Pancras; North 
Islington ; and West Newi ington ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petition from the School Board for London, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table Ci oe cal 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Péetitions against establishment, 
from Helensburgh ; Alexandria; and Kilmarnock ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on media Bill—Petition from Greenock, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table _... est pe 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children gia Bill —Petition from 
Milnathort, in favour ; to lie upon the Table , ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Denbigh ; Poulton-cum-Seacombe ; Chadwell Heath ; Sheffield 
(two) ; Stourbridge ; Brighton ; Leytonstone ; Street (three) ; Newcastle- 
on-Tyne; Edinburgh (two); Govan; Ushaw Moor; Maryport (two) ; 
Liverpool; New Brancepeth ; Anston ; Carlisle; and Bury; to lie upon 
the Table ise <i ves rs os ny be 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Brighton ; Denbigh ; and Anston ; to lie upon the Table vs ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
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(Morpeth) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin... baie phe jah me .. He 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, Erc.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, etc., nave leave to sit this day during the Sitting of the 
House.—(Mr. Laurence Hardy) es re des 403 ee ve 1127 


County Councillors (Qualification of Women) (Scotland) Bill—Order 
for Second Reading upon Tuesday, 29th May, read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn si on ni ms me ss sits vow LEB 
SUPPLY [10TH AtLotrep Day|—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£32,339, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during tbe year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Local Government Board in Ireland.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries) be 
reduced by £1,000.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Chief Secretary for Ire- Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ... 1169 
land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) is E08 
Leeds, Central) ... > SEE Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, N.) ss Se 

Mr. Harrington (Dublin Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 1180 
Harbour) es .. 118s Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) 1185 

Mr. William Moore (An- Mr, Murnaghan... .. 1186 
trim, N.) ~- Sis, AOD Mr. Swist Mac Neill (Donegal, S.) 1190 

Mr. Arthur J. Moore Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 1193 
(Londonderry) ... ... 1161 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 1197 

Mr. Austin (Limerick, W.) 1162 Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .-» 1208 

Mr. F ‘lynn (C ‘ork, N.) ... 1162 Mr. GW. balfour ve .. 1205 

— er, iain 
N.) bob 1166 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 83 ; Noes, 129. (Division List No 136.) 
Original Question put, and ayreed to. 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


tesolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 
BUSINESS OF THE House—On the Motion for Adjournment. Question, Mr. 


Samuel Smith (Flintshire) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Tr eres 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) bos : . 1219 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 
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ROYAL ASSENT. 


CoMMISSION—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—1, Police 
Reservists (Allowances); 2, Electoral Disabilities (Military Service) ; 3, 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order ; 4, Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) ; 5, Universal Life Assurance Society ; 6, Pontefract Park ; 
7, City and South London Railway; 8, Cheshire Lines Committee ; 9, 
Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life Assurance Society ; 10, Redhill Gas ; 11, 
Rugeley Gas ; 12, Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway ; 13, 
Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent ; 14, Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation ; 
15, Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas; 16, Grantham Gas; 17, Kingston- 
upon/“Thames Gas; 18, Southampton Harbour; 19, Wetherby District 
Water ;.20, Army and Navy Investment Trust; 21, Birmingham Univer- 
sity ; 22, New Russia Company , 





MARCHMONT PEERAGE—Petition of David Milne Home, Colonel (retired) of 
the Royal Regiment of Horse Guards, and proprietor of the estate of 
Wedderburn, in the county of Berwick, for the return of two documents 
produced on the Marchmont Peerage Claim in 1842 (presented on the 
27th of July, 1899), considered (on motion): Ordered that the said docu- 
ments, viz. :— 


1. Charter of resignation by King James II. in favour of David 
Home, of Wedderburn, Knight, and Alice his spouse, of the lands 
of Wedderburn ; dated 16th May, 1450 ; 


. Charter by Alexander, Duke of Albany, to David Home, son 
wit heir to George Home, of the half of the lands of Polwarth ; dated 
22nd April, 1 179 ; 


he delivered to the Petitioner or his agents, copies being first taken and 
examined by the Clerk Assistant, and by the agent for “the Crown, and 
the agent for the present Petitioner. 


uw 
= 


’ First—The Lord Hylton sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father ... ia wad “uu di as 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with—City of London (Various 
Powers) ; Liverpool Corporation ; Wolverhampton Gas. Also the 
Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills :—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) ; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). And also the Certi- 
ficates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) ; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3); Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders “a 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table ; 


Salford Corporation ced [H. ak A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee ; rat ot ne oe 
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Water Orders Confirmation Bill [u.L.]; Educational Board Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L. L Domanaithed: The Committees 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills—Leave given to the Joint Com- 
mittee not to sit again until sisi iieds the 19th of June, at half- - 
Eleven o'clock .. ; ’ ‘ 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramroads Bill [H.L.]--Report from 
the Select Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with 
the Bill ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Hoylake and West Kirby we seo Bill—The — consent 
signified ; and Bill reported with Amendments - 


Wakefield Corporation Market Bill—Reported with Amendments 


North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) ~_ [H. os from the 
Select Committee with Amendments 


North Eastern Railway Bill [1.L.]—The Queen’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 


Southport Water Bill—Reported without amendment 


mains Harbour Bill—The en consent Oe and Bill reported 
without amendment se6 oa se 


Maidenhead Gas Bill—Reported without amendment 


Glasgow med ea nmane Bill Dai moet 9 without Amend- 


ments ... 


Withington Urban District Council Bill [u.1.]—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 23rd of 
February and 11th of May last discharged ; and Bill committed ... 


Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [H.L.]|—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 5th of March and 11th of 
May last discharged ; and Bill committed forthwith , : 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill [u.L.]—Leave given to the Select 
Committee not to sit again until Tuesday, the 19th of Jane next.. - 


Bedford Gas Bill ; Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Bill ; Woodbridge District 
Water Bill—Read 2, and committed : is 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [u.1.] ; ‘pics Railway Bill 1 [at L.]; 
Barnsley eapeamae Bill amie Read 3“, and ee and sent to the 
Commons ‘ sie’ <i 


Aberdeen Police and haeenaen’ Bill; Charing Cross and Strand Elec- 
tricity Supply Bill ; Latimer Road and ‘Acton Railway Bill ; Nottingham 
Corporation Bill ; ‘South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill ; South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill; City of London Electric Lighting Bill ; East 
London Water Bill ; London and North Western Railway Bill ; London 

United Tramways ’Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read. 1%, and 

referred to the Examiners 
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Rhymney Iron Company Bill [x. L]; Church’s Patent Bill e L. — 
from the Commons agreed to.. . 1224 


Cleethorpes Gas Bill [H.L.]; Dundee Harbour Bill [#.1.]; London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [H. a Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments... ee 


bo 
or 


2 
Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [H.L.|—Reported with Amendments... 1225 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [H...]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.]|—House in Committee (ac- 
cording to Order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next je ... 1225 


Tramway Orders minicaneamaeans wi ” — [H.L. hea Qa ae 
to Order) s .. 1225 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. (No. 100.) ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. (No. 101.); Metropolitan 
Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order Bill. (No. 102.)—Brought 
from the Commons. Read 1%; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners... an a i ce ae si ae .-» 1225 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.1.]; Morecambe Urban District 
Council (Gas) Bill; Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill; Welling- 
borough and Distri ict Tramroads Bill; London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill ; London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill ; Wolver- 
hampton, Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction Railway Bill ; Market 
Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill; North Metropolitan. Railway 
and Canal Bill; Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill ; Midland Railway 
Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select Fey a for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz:—L. Bagot, L. Carysfort (#. Carysfort), L. Erskine, 
L. Fermanagh (2. Erne) (chairm: un), L. Muncaster ; agreed to; and the 
said Lords appointe 1d aceordingly. The Committee to meet on Tuesday, 
the 19th of June next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners ‘praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills  ... 1225 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Fre FUND OF THE House oF Lorps—The Lorpd CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments had laid on the Table the 
Annual Account of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. The same was 
ordered to lie on the Table, and to be referred to the Select Committee on 
the House of Lords Offices... pes wes ae aah ti weneoe 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)—General Report by the Chief Inspector of the 
Northern Division of Scotland for the year 1899... es ede ... 1226 


TRADE Repvorts—I. Annual Series: No. 2430. China (Shashih). II. Mis- 
cellaneous Series: No. 525. Germany’ (Memorandum on German 
imports and exports of “iron and ironware” and implements, machinery, 
etc.” from 1897 to 1899) i a 


1 
Matta—Ordinance No. XI. of 1898: “ The law relating to public meetings *... 1226 


WELLINGTON CoLLEGE—Report of the Governors for the — a“ 3lst 
December, 1899 ; with accounts Fe ite 6 ws 1226 
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WELSH INTERMEDIATE EpucaTION, 1889—Report of the Charity Com- 
missioners for England and Wales mas 42 ied a 2 


Evecrric Licgutinc Acts, 1882 AND 1888—Special Reports by the Board of 
Trade under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888 :—I. Battersea 
Electric Lighting Order, 1900. II. Freshwater and Totland (Isle of 
Wight) Electricity Supply Company, Limited, Electric Lighting Order, 
1900. III. Marylebone Electric Lighting Order, 1900. IV. Royal 
Leamington Spa Electric Lighting Order, 1900. V. Staines, Egham, 
and Chertsey Electric Lighting Order, 1900 es pee a 


Light Raitways Act, 1896—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction ofi—I. A light railway in the county of Suffolk from 
Haughley to Halesworth, with a branch to Debenham and Westerfield. 
IT. A light railway in the county of Cornwall, between Saltash and 
Callington. ILI. A light railway in the county of Flint, from Rhyl to 
Prestatyn. IV. Light railways in the borough of Dudley and the urban 
districts of Stourbridge and of Lye and Wollescote, in the couity of 
Worcester ts > 5 * as tis 

TRADE—Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with 
Foreign Countries and British Possessions for 1899 we se 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION—Extract from a Memorandum on the Draft 
Australian Commonwealth Bill, Adelaide. 1897, communicated to the 
Premier of New South Wales after the conference with the Colonial 
Premiers assembled in London in July, 1897 “s . 


SCIENCE AND Art DepARTMENT—Forty-seventh Annual Report, for 1899 ... 


BoarpD oF Epucation, South Kenstncron—Directory for the year 1900, 
with regulations for establishing and conducting science and art schools 
and classes 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Bakbapos—Rules for the Government of the Prisons in Barbados. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


Education (Scotland) Bill [H.L.]|—Petition in favour and for amendment 
of ; of the Galashiels School Board ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Petition in favour of; of the 
President of the Sutherland Antiquarian Society ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table f ae ” 


Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill [H.L.|—{[Seconp Reapinc}—Order of 
the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Ashbourne.) 
On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next dis me 
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VOLUNTEER RANGES—Question, The Earl of Dartmouth; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) tae ... 1229 


Boies 


MILITARY RE-ORGANISATION—RECRUITING IN SCOTLAND, ETC. 


Mitt Bi 


Discussion— 


The Duke of Bedford 1229 Lord Heneuge ... ae v.0 ASSO 
Tne Eurl of Glasgow 1239 The Earl of Galloway ... ... 1251 
Lord Blythswood 1243 The Murquess of Lansdowne... 1252 
The Marquess of Granby 1244 The Earl of Northbrook... ... 1266 
Lord Laglan ns ... 1245 Tie Earl of Kimberley ... cou heae i 
The Duke of Northumber- 
land was 1 vin OEE 
CAVALRY BRIGADES—-STATISTICS. 
Lord Heneaye ah 253 POFt The Marquess of Lansdowne — ... 1274 


On Question, agreed to. Return ordered accordingly. 
Education (Scotland) Bill [#.L.]—Report of Amendments received. 
Clause 1 amended. 
Clause 2 :— 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 19, after ‘schools’ to insert ‘admitted to the 
benelits of this Act.’”—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


The Seeretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) ... siti ..» 1278 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Moved 
“In Clause 2, paye 2, line 21, after ‘ provision’ to insert ‘ for the representa- 
tion on the committee of such other town councils and commissioners as may 
seem expedient and.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed tv. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 1273 Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 1273 
Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 7, page 6, line 31, to leave out from ‘ recognised ’ to ‘ education’ 
in line 32 and insert ‘admitted to the benefits of this Act.’”—(The Earl of 
Camperdown.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ‘is sks Sth - om .-. 1274 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
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Clause 9 :— 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 9, page 8, line 11, after ‘provided’ to insert ‘either from 
moneys received by the rating authority of the district hereinafter referred to 


under Sub-section 5 of Section 2 of the Education and Local Taxation (Scotland) 
Act, 1892, or, in lieu thereof.’ ”—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh... 1275 The Earl of Camperdown -» 1275 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendments agzeed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 9, page 8, line 25, after ‘certified’ to insert ‘if provided by a 
rate.’”—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh... ai nd is a eee 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved 





“ After Clause 12 to insert the following new Clause :—‘ It shall be lawful 
for Her Majesty in Council, by Order, to establish a Consultative Committee 
for the purpose of advising the Department on any matter referred to the Com- 
mittee by the Department. The Committee shall consist of eight members 
appointed by the Crown; eight members elected by the Universities (one by 
the University Court and one by the senators of each of the four Universities) ; 
two members elected by the Association of Secondary Teachers ; two members 
elected by the Educational Institute ; one member elected by the Royal Society 
of Edinburgh ; one member elected by the Royal Scottish Academy ; one 
member elected by the Institute of Engineers and Shipbuilding ; one member 
elected by the Highland and Agricultural Society.’ »~ (bord Reay.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... i ac esa c ae vex AO 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 97.) 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill, now 
Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order). Amendments made. Bill re-committed 
to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 98.) ... 1279 


Public Health (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Bill reported without amendment. Standing Committee negatived, and 
Bill to be read 3° on Monday next ... ‘ Shi a a ... 1279 

Colonial Solicitors Bill—Brought from the Commons. Read 14%, and to be 
printed. (No. 99.) o va “ us sas Be ‘ 


House adjourned at Ten minutes before Eight of the clock. 

































ST 


Cit 


Ea 
Lo 


Lo: 
Ch 


Do 


Ma 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 25.] 


COMMONS: FRIDAY, 25TH MAY, 1900. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 


The House went, and being returned, Mr. SPEAKER ices the _— 
Assent toa number of Bills... isis "i Ss ; ae , 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Scottish American 
Investment ite ca die Bill tases Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time... ie at ve OR A 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, 
referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, 
viz, :—Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. Ordered That the Bills be 
read a second time upon Monday next ans oer a # 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON Law, ETc.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, etc., have leave to sit this day during the sitting of the 
House.—(Mr. Stuart-Wortley) he she ; 


City of London Electric Lighting Bill—Verbal Amendments made ; Bill 
read the third time, and passed 


East London Water Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


London and North Western ing Bill— — consent Regis 
read the third time, and passed 


London United Tramways Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Church’s Patent Bill [Lords] (By See Oe the third a, and 


passed, without amendment ... 


Dorking Water Bill ogee Fishguard Water and Gas Bill. usin Tis: 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Manchester Ship Canal Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered ; a clause 
added ; Bill to be read the third time : ‘ a 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill; Mountain Ash Water Bill saemean 
—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time : 


Christchurch, Bournemouth, and Winton Tramways Bill—Keported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
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Rattway Bitis (Group 7)—Mr. HOLLAND reported from the Committee on 
Group 7 of Railways Bills, That for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Tuesday, 19th June, at half- iis Eleven of the 


clock. Report to lie upon the Table “9 : . .. 1281 


STANDING ORDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee :—1. “That, in 
the case of the Alexandra Park Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with:—That the parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill.” 2. “ That, in the case of the Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway 
Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 3. ‘That, in the case of 

the Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 4. ‘That, in the case of the London, Waltham 
stow, and Epping Forest Railway (Abandonment), Petition for leave to 
deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” Resolu- 
tions agreed to es 


ALEXANDRA PArk—Report [this day] from the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Howard, Mr. 
Bartley, Mr. Cohen, and Mr. Lough... hts aw bie ‘3 ... 1282 


ELectric Power Bitts—Sir James Ktrson reported from the Committee on 
Electric Power Bills, That, for the convenience of the Committee, they 
had adjourned till Monday, 18th June, at Twelve of the clock. Report to 
lie upon the Table... _ _- Ses sal on as .- 1382 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpS—That they have agreed to the Glastonbury 
Corporation Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to the Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill {Lords| and the 
Southampton Harbour Bills | Lords|, without amendment. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An act to contirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Education Department under the Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1899, to enable the School Boards for Brighton and Preston 
United District, Liverpoo!, Plymouth, Salford, and Willesden to put in 
force the Lands Clauses Acts.” Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Brighton and Preston United District, ete.) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the 
Corporation of Rotherham in regard to tramways, street improvements, 
water and gas supply, and the local government of the borough.” Rother- 
ham Corporation Bill { Lords] 1282 
Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 

Preston United District, etc.) Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of P etitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


NT te Pay oes pane 


Rotherham Corporation Bill { Lords|—- Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ne ak sti isa bQBS 


Motherwell Water Bill | Lords]; Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway 
Bill; Exmouth Urban District Water Bill { Lords]— -Reported, witin 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... eee 1283 
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PETITIONS. 
Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions in favour, from Master Bakers 


of Chelsea; Central Finsbury; North St. Pancras ; Ww paises 
Greenwich ; and North Kensington ; to lie upon the Table 


Land Values Taxation ete ) _ Petition from cae: in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table .. i’ ‘ 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Sootland) Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Aberfeldy ; and Kirkcaldy ; to lie upon the Table ; : 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Grand Lodge of Scotland Independent Order of Good Templars ; Scottish 
Temperance Federation ; and Aberfeldy ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto \ aaa Bill—Petition from Meru in 


favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (Mo. * Bill— 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


London Borough Councils ae s Disabilities ee Bill— 
Petition from Gateshead, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; ‘3 


Midwives Bill—Ten Petitions from Lincoln, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
Public Houses ping oases Later ssiaeake cxpgirtcarhe from Aber feldy, 


in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Roman Carnonic University ix [rELanp—Petitions against siiatiinna 
from Dumbarton ; Coatbridge ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on wenn Bill—Petition from Lewes, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table éa abi id Se 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Dundee ; Ayr; Cupar ; Glasgow ; Lesmahagow ; Aberfeldy; 
Gorhals ; and Stromness: to lie upon the Table : j 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Metheringham ; Swansea; Bellshill ; Lewes ; Woodbridge ; 
Newton Heath ; Cambridge Heath ; Alnwick ; Ke sttering (tw 0); Saltash ; 
Glasgow ; Woodford ; National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Childzen ; West Bristol ; Dewsbury ; Ingoe ; Stepney Green ; Mansfield ; 
Launceston ; High Roding ; and West Didsbury ; to lie upon ‘the Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE SeERviceE—Petition from Settle, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table +e e 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill— Petitions in favour, from Scottish 
Temperance Federation ; Swansea ; Bellshill ; Metheringham ; East Farn- 
don ; Bath ; Callington ; Launceston ; West ’Didsbur vy ; and. Dewsbury ; 
to lie upon the Table ... as ai 


Youthful Offenders Bill—Petitions for alteration, from National Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Children ; and London ; to lie upon the 
Table wT 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCIENCE AND Art)—Copy presented, of Forty-seventh Annual 
Report of the Department of Science and Art, being that for the year 
1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table a 
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EpucaTion (SCIENCE AND ART ScHooLs)—Copy presented, of Directory for 
the year 1900, with Regulations for establishing and conducting Science 
and Art Schools and Classes [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (ScorLaND) (GENERAL Reports)—Copy presented, of General 
Report by Her Majesty’s’ Chief Inspector on Schools in the Northern 
Division of Scotland, for the in 1899 [by ne to lie _— the 
Table 


CHARITY COMMISSION aed: AND Wiidith tage ey of a. 
seventh Report of the Charity Commissioners for England and Wales [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 5s ie ie ai 


WorkmeEn’s TrAIns—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 8th June, 
1899 ; Mr. Woods| ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 187.] 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Bo: wd of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Suffolk from Haughley to Halesworth, with a branch to Debenham and 
Westerfield (Mid-Suffolk silt Railway Order, — [by ee to 
lie upon the Table __... ae 


Licur Rattways Act, 1896—Copy aia of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed’ by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Cornwall between Saltash and Callington (Callington Light eats 
Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table is — 


Licat Rartways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of 
Flint from Rhyl to Prestatyn (Rhyl and Prestatyn — Railway Order, 
1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table * 


Licut Ramways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made ne the lies 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the Borough of 
Dudley, and the Urban Districts of Stourbridge and of Lye and W olles- 
cote, in the county of Worcester (Dudley and District Light Railways 
(Extension) Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Erectric LicuTinc Acts, 1882 AND 1888—Copies presented, of Special 
Reports by the Board of Trade under Section (1) of the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1888 :—(1) Battersea Electric Lighting Order, 1900; (2) Fresh- 
water and Totland (I. W.) Electricity Supply Company, Limited, 
Electric Lighting Order, 1900 ; (3) Marylebone Electric Lighting Order, 
1900; (4) Royal Leamington Spa Electric Lighting Order, 1900 ; (5) 
Staines, Egham, and Chertsey Electric — * Order, 1900 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND BritisH PossEssions)—Copy presented, 
of Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1899 [by resegpeids to lie upon 
the Table ‘ — id the vie ie oe 


AUSTRALIA—Copy presented, of Extract from a Memorandum on the Draft 
Australian Commonwealth Bill, Adelaide, 1897, communicated to the 
Premier of New South Wales, after the Conference with the Colonial 
Premiers assembled in London in ed 1897 [by oer to lie upon 
the Table rer oe ry Be ‘ 
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7 Lanp ReeGistry—Return ordered, “of the work done in the Land Registry 
under the various Acts hereinafter mentioned, namely :— 

om 1. Under the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897 :— 

iO” 


(a) The number, value, and acreage (where known) of estates the 
titles to which were registered, on first registration, from the Ist day 
of January, 1899, to the 3lst day of December, 1899, showing the 
numbers of estates registered with absolute, qualified, and possessory 
85 title, and leaseholds: and also the number of estates registered 
under the Small Holdings Acts, 1892. 

(b) The total number of separate titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1899, (i.) by first registration, (ii.) by sub-division 


ai of estates already registered, and (iii.) by transfer from the 1862 
register. 
85 (c) The total number of separate titles which have been removed 


from the register on the 31st day of December, 1899. 
Under the Land Registry Act, 1862 :— 


(a) The total number, value, and acreage (where known) of estates 
the titles to which were registered on first registration. 

(6) The total number of separate titles on the register on the 31st 
86 day of December, 1898, (i.) by first registration, and (ii.) by sub- 
division of estates already registered. 

(c) The total number of separate titles which had been removed 
from the register on the 3lst day of December, 1899, otherwise than 
by transfer to the 1875 register. 


3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and i862 :— 


(a) The total number of separate titles on the register on the 31st 
day of December, 1899. 

(b) The total number of transactions annually registered from the 
1st day of January, 1899, to the 31st day of December, 1899, showing 
the numbers of (i.) first registrations under the Acts of 1875 and 
6 1897, (ii.) conveyances, transfers and transmissions of land, (iii.) 
mortgages, charges, further charges, and transfers of mortgages and 
charges, (iv.) reconveyarces of mortgages and cessation of charges, 
(v.) leases and surrenders of leases, (vi.) miscellaneous. 


4. Under the Mortgage Debenture Acts, 1865 and 1870, and the Im- 
provement of Land Act, 1864 :— 


6 A statement so far as may be practicable of the nature and 
amount of the work done under these Acts from the Ist day of 
January, 1899, to the 3lst day of December, 1899. 


5. Under the Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888 :— 


The number of registrations, official searches, and ordinary 
searches made from the Ist day of January, 1899, to the 31st day 
of December, 1899. 


6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, and the Land Registry 
6 (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1899 :— 


The number of registrations and searches made from the Ist day of 
January, 1899, to the 31st day of December, 1899. 


And showing the amount of fees received and the amount of salaries and 
7 expenses in the Land Registry from the Ist day of April, 1899, to the 
31st day of March, 1900, distinguishing for the purposes of Section 22 of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, the fees received and salaries and expenses 
paid under the Land Transfer Acts and the other Acts above referred to 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 304, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. 
H. D. Greene) ... Hak oe re _ ses aw ba coe. 1387 
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BENEFICES Act, 1898—Address for “ Return, in the following form :— 


Page 


Return of Transfers of Rights of Patronage registered under the Bene- 
fices Act, 1898, during the year 1899 (to be extracted from the Register 
prescribed by Rules 2 and 3 of the Benefices Act, 1898), 
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teturn of Benefices (if any) in respect of which refusals of Institution 
were made under the Benefices Act, 1898, during the year 1899. 


7 


| _ . | = ; 
Name Grounds | Whether Result of 
Diocese, | of | of any Appeal 
Benefice. refusal, Appeal. (if any). 





Return of Benefices (if any) in respect of which Commissions were issued 
during the year 1899, under the Pluralities Act, 1838, as amended by the 
Pluralities Act Amendment Act, 1885, and the Benetices Act, 1898. 


in 


or adverse to 


the Incumbent. 


If adverse, whether 
followed by— 


was 


Appointment | Inhibition of 
of Curate. | Incumbent. 


ether the Report of the | 


favour of 


™ 


Commissioners 
Result of Appeal (if any). 


Whether any Appeal. 


Diocese. 


Name of Benetice. 
Wh 








—(Lord Hugh Cecil) ... se sis shy det es +s es 1289 
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MARINE ENGINEERS—Return ordered, “of the Correspondence between the 
Board of Trade and the representative Societies of Shipowners and 
Engineers and others upon the subject of apprenticeship of applicants for 
Board of Trade Certificates of Competency as Marine Engineers (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary — No. 316, of Session via "(Sir 
Fortescue Flannery) 8 a yasd 


QUESTIONS. 


Soura AFricAN War MepDAL—Questions, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, 
Chorley) and Mr. Gibson Bowles pp Regis) ; Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Me.-d iitcatded Williams, Birmingham, §.)... 


NON-DELIVERY OF Quzry’s CHOCOLATE AND Private PARCELS—Question, 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- -Williams 


RELIEF OF MAFEKING—COLONEL PLUMER’S OPERATIONS—Question, Sir J. 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 3 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES — SIcK FurRLoUGH — Question, Mr. Galloway 
(Manchester, 8.W.); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams er SH 


RoyAL ARTILLERY RESERVE OFFICERS—DURATION OF EMERGENCY SERVICE 
—Question, en Norton aac as aeiaga Mr. J. Powell- 
. Williams St ; 


INFANTRY COMPANIES—Question, Sir Howard 
"eek (Shotfield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 





ARMY CLOTHING AND EQUIPMENT CoMMITTEE—Question, Colonel oe 
Murray (Bath) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... ‘ a - 


RIFLE RANGES—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster) ; 
Answer, Mr, J. Powell-Williams ot ite si ' 


INDIAN Mutiny PeéNstons—CAsE OF PATRICK FINEGAN —- Question, Mr. 
Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ei 


JAMAICA STEAMSHIP SERVICE—ELDER, DEMPSTER AND Co.’s ConTRACT— 
Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, The end 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 1 i : 


SomaLt Coast PROTECTORATE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under ict of State for shag rete 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . bh woo 


CLERKSHIPS OF THE HousE—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the oer tata ig M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, Wap) ia 


METROPOLITAN PoLICE—Question, Captain Norton; edie The Secretary 
of State for the Home Ais cvs a a M. White te Ridley, een 
Blackpool) ‘ 


Docs REGULATION BiLL—Question, Mr. M‘Cartan (Down, S.); Answer, 
The President of the Board of So OF ican Liv webbie West 
Derby)... 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Four Sxitins.) * h 
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CARBURETTED WATER Gas—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade a Ame Ritchie 


Croydon) 
L. aND S. W. RarLway—ACccIDENTS AT WIMBLEDON RAILWAY STATION— 
Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 


BristoL Post OFrFIicE—SENIORITY QUESTIONS—Question, Mr. Steadman ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Post OFFICE PENSIONS—Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury . 


WorKHOUSES—PowERS OF CLOSING—Question, Sir James Rankin ; Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board — —_— Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) “ai ; 

BARRACK Soo1s—Queston, Dr. _Fagubaro (Aberdeen W)3. Answer, 
Mr. Chaplin + a < wn oa ; 


THE WALLACE COLLECTION AT HERTFORD HousE—Question, Mr. Soames 
(Norfolk, S$.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury Bf oe Ae ; 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY OF IRELAND—MountTsgoy RAILWAY STATION— 
Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 


, oo 








> + 


ORNAMENTAL WATERS IN PHCENIX PARK, DUBLID 
Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ‘ ’ 


FERMANAGH RoyaL ScHooL | ENDOwWMENT—Question, Mr. Archdale 
(Fermanagh, N.); Answer, The Chief we ceva for Ireland G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) een ae aS : 


IRIsH NATIONAL ScHooL TEACHERS—Question, Mr. O'Malley eavap, 
Connemara) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... be whi ue we 


LAND APPEALS IN CouNnTIES Down AND ANTRIM—Question, Mr. Daly 
(Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour _ my ; 


MOUNTMELLICK GUARDIANS AND THE PoLIcE—Question, Mr. Crean ee" 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ne seit 


Irish NATIONAL EpucatTion RuLEs—Question, Mr. J. H. M. Campbell 
(Dublin, St. Stephen’s Green); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


County DoNEGAL CONSTABLES’ COMPENSATION—Question, Mr. William 
Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour sins ée 

DowNPATRICK KELP INDUSTRY—REVISION OF RATING VALUATIONS—Ques- 
tion, Mr. M‘Cartan ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ‘ ae ; 


House or Lorps CLERKSHIP—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; + gag The First Lord of the mega ‘pa A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) a 


THE COMPANIES ak ali Mr. D. A. seus (Merthyr yd; 
ro es .. 1306 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir Henry } Fowler (Ww olv erhamptn, E. ) 
and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill—Reported from the Select 
Committee, without amendment. Reports to lie upon the Table. Bill 
re-committed for Monday next eee ose on ove eee 
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Borough Funds Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee on Law, etc., 
with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. i88.] Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be 
printed. [No. 188.] Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be 
considered upon Thursday, 14th June, and to be printed. [Bill 237] ... 1306 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpS—That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act 
to make better provision for the custody of Diocesan Records.” Diocesan 
Records Bill [Lords] ... ‘ss seve te = vis fi 1307 


NEW BILLS. 


TraMWwaAys (IRELAND) ACTS AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Tramways 
(Ireland) Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harrington, Mr. John 
Redmond, Mr. James Campbell, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, 
Mr. Hemphill, and Mr. William Moore. 


Tramways (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill—“To amend the Tramways 
(Ireland) Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 25th June, and to be printed. [Bill 238]... .-- 1307 


CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN Captiviry—Bill for the prevention of 
Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
H. D. Greene, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Alfred Lyttelton, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
and Mr. Banbury. 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill—‘ For the prevention of 
Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 14th June, and to be printed. 
[Bill 239] ae ae en i am nt wae evs «os 1907 


SUPPLY [11TH ALLotrep Day]—Considered in Committee. 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Civit SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Cuass II. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,486, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the salaries and expenses of 
the offices of the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant in Dublin and 
London, and of the Inspectors ot Lunatic Asylums.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Vote be reduced by 
£100.”—(Mr. John Redmond ) 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Chief Secretary for Ire- Mr. Kilbride (Gaiway, N.)  ... 1363 
land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 1367 
Leeds, Central) ... .. 1349 = Mr. O'Malley (Galway, Conne- 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)  ... 1354 mara)... it. eo . 1370 
Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, S.) 1361 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 77 ; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 137.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
h 2 





exvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Cuass III. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£81,681 be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the salaries and expenses of 
the office of the Irish Land Commission.” 


Page 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries) be 
reduced. .by £1,000.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Colonel Saunderson( Armagh, 


Mid) 


Mr, Clane y ) ( Dublin County, 


4 ae 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 75; Noes, 104. 


1386 
1392 


Original. Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. G. W. Balfour ” 
Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) 


--. 1896 


. 1403 


(Division List No. 138.) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 


Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 


upon Monday next. 


SE: 


~ 


and Records.—(Captain Sinclair.) 


FisHertes Britt Setecr Commitree—Ordered, That the Select Com- 
mittee on the Sea Fisheries Bill have power to send for Persons, Papers, 


. 1408 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: .MONDAY, 28TH MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Aberdeen Police and Improvement ; Charing Cross and Strand 
Electricity Supply ; Latimer Road and Acton Railway ; Nottingham Cor- 


poration; South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways ; 


South Lancashire 


Tramways; Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railway; City of 
London Electric Lighting; East London Water; London and North 


Western Railway ; London Un 


to lie onthe Table... 


ited Tramways. The same were ordered 


. 1409 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [H.L.]; Costa Rica Railway 
Company, Limited, Bill [H.L.|—Presented (pursuant to leave given on 
Monday last) ; read 14, and referred to the Examiners 


London and San Francisco Bank Bill [H.L.]—Committed ... 


Otley Urban District Council Water 
considered, and agreed to... 


Bill (H.L.]—Commons Amendme 


. 1409 
. 1409 


nt 


... 1499 
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Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [1.L.]; Higham Vetoes 
Water Bill [H.L.]; Cleethorpes Gas Bil per Dundee Harbour Bill 
[H.L.] ; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [H.L.]—Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to... oss ses oe ... 1409 


Dublin Corporation Bill; Clontarf Urban District Council Bill—Leave 
given to the Joint Committee not to sit again until eee the 21st of 
June, at half-past Eleven o'clock _... a Sei das ... 1410 


Brighton Corporation Bill—The CHarrMAN oF CoMmMITTEES informed the 
House, That the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The Order made 


on the Ist instant discharged, and Bill committed . FP . 1410 
Bury and er bia (Transfer) Bill i L.}— eee with Amend- 

ments ... . 1410 
Sheffield Corporation Bill a cap aceeh from the Select Committee 

with Amendments... .. 1410 
Great Yarmouth Port and Haven gi The ee consent reasunases 

and Bill reported with Amendment . ; . 1410 
Salford Corporation Bill [H.L.]--The Queen’s consent ers: and Bill 

reported from the Select Committee with Amendments... .. 1410 
Central London Railway Bill—Reported without amendment _... ... 1410 
Preston Corporation Bill [H.L.]—Reported with Amendments ... _ ... 1410 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford mags = ia L. blr Renee from the 

Select Committee with Amendments. . 14106 


Glasgow District Tramways Bill ~~ oss pecaret from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments _... .- 1410 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill [u.u.}; Gwyrfai 
Rural District Council Water Bill [H.L.]; Margate Corporation Bill [H.L. | ; 
Westgate and Birchington Water Bill [H.L.]; Motherwell and Bellshill 
Railwa ay Bill [H.L.]—Read 3", and passed, and sent tothe Commons ___.... 1410 


Sunderland Corporation Bill [H.L.]|—Moved, That the Order made on the 
5th of April last that the Bill be not further proceeded with be discharged 
and that the Bill be re-committed (The Earl seaaaaleaiaadee ; agreed to ; and 
Bill re-committed accordingly ve . . 1411 


North Eastern moy (Steam Vessels) Bill [u.L.]; North Eastern 
Railway Bill [H.L.]—Moved, That Standing Order No. 143 be dispensed 
with in respect “f the said Bills ; agreed to ; Bills read 3¢ ieee 
and passed, and sent to the Commons ove ‘ . 1411 


London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill; Devonport Cor- 
poration Bill; Ilfracombe Improvement Bill ; London County Council 
(Improvements) Bill; St. Albans Water Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners... , ; . 1411 


Governments Stock and other Securities Investment Company - 
[H.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to... . 1411 
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Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.t.] ; 
Hamilton Burgh Bill; Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways 
Bill ; Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill; Airdrie and 
Coatbridge Tramways Bill ; Great Eastern Railway Bill ; North Warwick- 
shire Water Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill ; Lee Conservancy Bill— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz. :—E. Lichfield; L. Ribblesdale (chairman); L. 
Clanwilliam (Z.. Clanwilliam); L. Hylton; L. Hare (£. Listowel) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet on Wednesday, the 20th of June, at Eleven o'clock ; 
and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills ... ae = ea =~ se 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No..1) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Read 2° 
(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BiL~ts—Ordered, That 
Standing Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended; and that the time for 
depositing petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, which would otherwise expire during the 
adjournment of the House at Whitsuntide, be extended to the first day on 
which the House shall sit after the Recess ... ee ae ‘ 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.]|—House in Committee (accord- 
ing to Order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. 
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The Reports of Amendments to be received on Monday, 18th June next 1412 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]|—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment. Standing Com- 


mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday, 18th June next ... 1412 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No.6) Bill [H.L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.t.])—Amendments reported 


(according to Order). Bills to be read 3¢ on Monday, 18th June next ... 1413 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REpoRTS (ANNUAL SERIES)-—No. 2431, Germany (Hamburg and 
District) ; No. 2432, China (Wuchow) ; No. 2433, United States (Phila- 
delphia); No. 2434, China (Foochow); No. 2435, France (Nice and 
District) Jew os ve ar iss os ‘ig 


Arrica, No. 5 (1900)—Convention for the preservation of wild animals, birds, 


1413 


and fish in Africa ; signed at London, 19th May, 1900... at wo IS 


War Revier Funps Commitree—Treasury Minute, dated 17th February, 
1900, relative to the appointment of a Committee to consider, with the 
assistance of the managers of the various charitable funds available for 
the relief of persons who have served or are serving in the field, or of the 
families of such persons, how these funds may be distributed with the 
least waste and to the best advantage of those for whom they were 
intended ; together with the report of the Committee, dated 28th May, 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899—General Orders 
for the regulation of proceedings under and in pursuance of the ; made by 
the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman of 
Ways and Means in the House of Commons, acting jointly with the 
Secretary for Scotland “ri an sy ies me 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION AcTs, 1881 AND 1892—Thirty-sixth 
Annual Report on Alkali, ete., Works, by the Chief Inspector ; proceed- 
ings during the year 1899 ; presented to the Local Government Board and 
to the Secretary for Scotland... ; ee ee ii yoo ; 


Gas AND Water Works Faciiities Act, 1870—Report by the Board of 
Trade as to dispensing with the consents of certain local and road 
authorities in the case of the Wath-upon-Dearne and District Gas Pro- 
visional Order ... 2s ‘6 ‘oe aes obs xe J 


LocaL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888—Part I. Orders under Section 57 of the Act, 
as confirmed by the Local Government Board, of the following County 
and County Borough Councils :— 


1. Bath (County Borough), for uniting the parishes comprised 
within the city of Bath to form the parish of Bath. 

2. Bedford, for abolishing the rural district of Woburn, and trans- 
ferring the parishes comprised therein to the rural districts of 
Ampthill and Eaton Bray. 

3. Berks, for uniting the parishes of Seacourt and Wytham to 
form the parish of Wytham. 

4. Berks, for uniting the parishes of Radley, Bagley Wood, and 
Chandlings, to form the parish of Radley. 

5. Cambridge, for uniting the parishes comprised within the 
borough and poor law union of Cambridge to form the parish of 
Cambridge. 

6. Chester, for uniting the parishes of Alvaston and Beamheath in 
Alvaston and Worleston to form the parish of Worleston. 

7. Chester, for the conversion of a portion of the parish of Hale 
into the Hale Urban District, and dividing the parish of Hale into 
the parishes of Hale and Ringway. 

8. Cornwall, for the conversion of parts of the parishes of Stratton 
and Poughill into the Stratton and Bude Urban District, and altering 
the areas of the parishes of Stratton and Poughill (constituting the 
parish of Stratton and Bude). 

9. Cornwall and Devon, for the conversion of a portion of the parish 
of Holsworthy into the Holsworthy Urban Distriet, and dividing the 
parish of Holsworthy into the parishes of Holsworthy and Holsworthy 
Hamlets. 

10. Coventry (County Borough), for uniting the parishes comprisea 
within the county borough of Coventry to form the parish of 
Coventry. 

11. Cumberland, for transferring part of the old township of 
Keswick from the Keswick Urban District to the Cockermouth Rural 
District and uniting the same to the township of Saint John’s Castle- 
rigg and Wythburn. 

12. Denbigh, for transferring part of the parish of Cefn to the 
parish of Pen-y-cae. 
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13. Devon, for dividing the parish of Saint Budeaux into the 
parishes Saint Budeaux and Weston Peverell. 


14. Essex, for the conversion of the parish of Loughton into the 
Loughton Urban District. 

15, Essex, for uniting the parish of East Ham and Little Ilford to 
form the parish of East Ham. 


16. Essex, for transferring a certain area from the Wanstead Urban 
District to the Leyton Urban District. 


17. Essex, for uniting the parishes of Romford (Urban) and 
Romford (Rural) to form the parish of Romford and the new urban 
district of Romford. 


18. Flint, for uniting an area formerly part of the parish of Aber- 
gele with the parish of Rhyl. 


19. Isle of Wight, for adding portions of the parish of Brading to 
the parish and urban district of Saint Helens. 

20. Kent, for adding portions of the parish of Herne to the parish 
and urban district of Herne Bay. 


21. Kent, for the conversion of the parish of Chislehurst into the 
Chislehurst Urban District. 


22. Lancaster, for the conversion of the parish of Thornton into 
the Thornton Urban District. 


23. Lancaster, fur the conversion of the township of Poulton-le- 
Fylde into the Poulton-le-Fylde Urban District. 


24. Lancaster, for the conversion of the township of Precsall-with- 
Hackinsall into the Preesall-with-Hackinsall Urban District. 


25. Lincoln (Parts of Holland), for transferring parts of the parish 
of Boston to the parishes of Fishtoft and Skirbeck. 


26. Middlesex, for the conversion of the parish of Kingsbury into 
the Kingsbury Urban District. 

27. Montgomery, for uniting the parishes of Pool Lower Division, 
Pool Middle Division, and Pool Upper Division to form the parish 
of Welshpool. 

28. Northumberland, for transferring part of the parish of North 
Seaton to the parish of Hirst, and from the Morpeth Rural District 
to the Ashington Urban District. 


29. Nottingham, for defining the boundaries of the parishes 
of Caythorpe, Gunthorpe, and Lowdham, in the Southwell Union. 

30. Nottingham, for uniting the parish of Budby and part of the 
parish of Edwinstow with the parish of Perlethorpe, to form the 
parish of Perlethorpe-cum-Budby. 

31. Salop, for the conversion of part of the parish of Church 
Stretton into the Church Stretton Urban District, and dividing the 
parish of Church Stretton into the parishes of Church Stretton, All 
Stretton, and Little Stretton. 


32. Salop, for the conversion of part of the parish of Wem into 
the Wem Urban District, and dividing the parish of Wem into the 
parishes of Wem Urban and Wem Rural. 


33. Stafford, for transferring part of the parish of Chell from the: 


Wolstanton Rural District to the Tunstall Urban District and the 


parish of Tunstall. 


34. Stafford, for uniting the parishes of Woodford and Trysull 
and Seisdon to form the parish of Trysull and Seisdon. 
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35. East Suffolk, for the conversion of the parish of Halesworth 
into the Halesworth Urban District. 


36. Surrey, for the alteration of the arcas of the parishes of 
Gatton and Merstham. 


37. West Sussex, for the conversion of the pwrish of Southwick into 
the Southwick Urban District. 


38. Swansea (County Borough), for uniting the parishes comprised 
within the borough of Swansea to form the parish of Swansea. 


39. Wilts, for the conversion of the parish of Westbury into the 
Westbury Urban District. 


40. Wilts, for the exchange of areas between the urban district 
and rural district of Bradford-on-Avon, and the alteration of 
boundaries of the parishes of Bradford-on-Avon, Bradford Without, 
aud Westwood. 


41. Worcester, for transferring part of the parish of Little Malvern 
to the parish of Malvern Wells, and from the Upton-on-Severn Rural 
District to the Malvern Urban District. 


42. York (County Borough), for uniting the parishes in the city of 
York to form the parish of York. 


43. West Riding of Yorkshire, for the conversion of the township 
of Bolton-upon-Dearne into the Bolton-upon-Dearne Urban District. 


44, West Riding of Yorkshire, for transferring part of the township 
of Saddleworth from the Saddleworth Rural District to the Spring- 
head Urban District and Township of Springhead. 


45. West Riding of Yorkshire, for (i.) the conversion of the town- 
ship of Saddleworth into the Saddleworth Urban District and amal- 
gamating therewith the Uppermill Urban District ; (ii.) dividing the 
urban district into wards ; and (iii.) uniting the township of Upper- 
mill with the township of Saddleworth. 

46. West Riding of Yorkshire, for an exchange of areas between 
the parish of Alverthorpe and the township of Grigglestone. 

47. West Riding of Yorkshire, for the conversion of the township 
of Wheatley into the Wheatley Urban District. 

48. West Riding of Yorkshire, for the conversion of the township 
of Cudworth into the Cudworth Urban District. 

Part II. Orders under Section 59 of the Act, as confirmed by the 
Local Government Board, of the following County Councils :— 

1, Dorset, for amending the County of Dorset (Bridport, etc.) 
Confirmation Order, 1894. 

2. Durham, for amending the County of Durham (Crook Urban 
District) Confirmation Order, 1898. 

3. Hertford, for altering the County of Hertford (Royston Urban 
District and Parish) Confirmation Order, 1897. 

4. Stafford, and Hanley County Borough, for altering the Stafford 
and Hanley (Longton, etc.) Confirmation Order, 1896. 


5. Worcester, for amending certain confirming orders relating to 
the Malvern Urban District... ee se +e 


Housinc oF THE WorkING CLASSES ACT, 1890—Borough of Devonport.— 
Statement of modification permitted by the Local Government Board to 
be made in the Devonport Improvement Scheme, 1898. 


City of Leeds.—Statement of modification permitted by the Loca. 
Government Board to be made in the Leeds Improvement Scheme, 1896. 
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Limehouse District, London.—Statement of. modification permitted by 
the Local ‘Government Board to be made in the reconstruction scheme 
dealing with the Queen Catherine Court, Brook Street area, in the hamlet 
of Ratcliffe : be Gs bse i ; 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANK—Draft Post Office sits Bank ete ee 
1900 ive pes > shee 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BaNK—Draft Trustee Savings Bank Regulations, 1900 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


Education (Scotland) Bill [H.L.]|—Petition against ; of the Provost, Magis- 
trates, and Town Council of the — of Galashiels ; read, and ‘ordered 


to lie on the Table 


APPEAL COMMITTEE—Second Report from ; read, and agreed to 


JOURNAL CoMMITTEE—Report from, that the one hundred and thirty-first 
volume of the Journals (61st and 62nd Vict., 1899), with an Index, was 
ready for delivery ; read, and ordered. to lie on the Table; and the said 
volume ordered to be delivered in the same manner as the preceding 
volumes of the Journals have been delivered : it nt 


Volunteers Bill [u.L.]|—[Srconp Reapine]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Moved, ‘“ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Marquess of 
Lansdowne.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Monkswell ... ... 1419 The Secretary of State for War 
Lord Herries re .-. 1422 (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
The Earl of Derby .. ... 1424 The Earl of eeaategie 
Earl Spencer , ... 1425 Earl Cowper 
Earl Brownlow... ..» 1426 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly. 
Bill committed to a Committee of the whole House on Thursday, the 
21st of June next. 
Military Lands Bill [4.L.]—[Szconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a second time.—(The Marquess of 
Lansdowne.) 


The Earl of Northbrook ... 1433 The Marquess of Lansdowne 
On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday, the 21st June next. 
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Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill [H.L.]—[Srconp Reap- 
inG]—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a second time.—(The Lord Strathcona 
and Mount Royal.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Chancellor (The The Lord Archbishop of York ... 1444 
Earl of Halsbury) .-» 1439 Earl Carrington wae .-» 1446 
Lord Davey ‘aie . 1441 The Earl of Kimberley ... w+ 1448 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 116 ; Not Contents, 31. 


Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed tv a Committee of the whole 
House. 


County Councils Elections Act (1890) Amendment Bill—[{Srconp 
READING ]|—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a second time.—(The Earl of North- 
brook.) 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House ... ist me fas st . 1451 


Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill [H.L.]—House in Committee (according 
to Order). Amendments made. Bill re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 103) el «ae ..» 1451 


Education (Scotland) Bill [4.L.]—[THirp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for 
the Third Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a third time.—(Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 


Lord Reay... ye bs 145i The Secretary for Scotland (Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh) ... ..- 1452 
On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 3* accordingly ; Amendments made ; Bill passed and sent to 
the Commons. : 


Secondary Education Bill—Question, Lord Norton; Answer, The Lord 
President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) age Ns . 1453 


Public Health (Ireland). Bill—Read 2* (according to Order), and passed ... 1453 
Military Mancuvres Bill [H...]. 


The Marquese of Lansdowne be ole seh bg ay ... 1453 
Bill read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 104.) 


Reserve Forces Bill [1.1]. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne até si iy de res ..- 1456 
Bill read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 105.) 


House adjourned at a quarter past Seven of the clock. 
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COMMONS: MONDAY, 28TH MAY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill (by Order)—Order 


for the Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now reac the 
third time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Mr. William Jones (Carnarvon- 
Boroughs) ae .-- 1458 shire, Arfon)... 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) or --» 1461 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘now read the third time,’ and ‘add the words 
‘re-committed to the former Committee in respect of Clause 6.’”—(Mr. 
Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘ now read the third time - stand 
part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Done- Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... ies 
gal, 8.) ... és .- 1465 The Chairman of Committees (Mr. 

Colonel Lockwood (Essex, J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Epping)... baa .-» 1467 Penrith) es = s 

Mr. Herbert Lewis .-. 1469 Mr. Lloyd-George 

Colonel Pryce-Jones (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) ... 1470 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 139.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


PrivaTE Brits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 


WiTH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Aston Manor Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Margate Pier and Harbour 
Bill [Lords]; South Eastern Railway Bill [Lords] ; Whitechapel and Bow 
Railway Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That-the Bills be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO CoM- 


PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) 
Provisional Order Bill ; London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill ; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read 
a second time upon Thursday, 14th June a con is ren 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing “adors which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:--Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill Saag 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Thursday, 14th June... 1477 


Post OFFICE SITES BILL (STANDING ORDERS COMPLIED WITH)——Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 22nd day of May, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz, :—Post Office Sites Bill... 1477 


PrivaTE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDER 64 Nor CoMPLIED wITH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating 
in Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 64 has not been complied with, viz.:—Muirkirk, Mauchline, and 
Dalmellington Railways (Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the 
Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ... «» 1478 


Spalding Urban District Council (Water) eubuaa Amendments to 
be considered upon Thursday, 14th June... . 1478 


Devonport Corporation Bill—Prince of Wales's consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed. [New Title] ~~ ve : on om fy 


Governments Stock and other Securities Investment Company = 
{Lords]—Read the third time, and passed, without amendment... . 1478 


Ilfracombe en! ah pga ge = grane consent signified ; read the third 
time, and passed .. ¥e Se de i baa 1478 


London County Council (Improvements) wreak St. Albans Water Bill— 
Read the third time and passed a ... 1478 


Lambeth Water Bill; Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords] ; 
Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill—As amended, considered ; to he 
read the third time ... dt iss . 1478 


Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust, Limited, Bill [Lords] ; 
Bristol Water Bili Bronce) Cork Electric Tramways. Bill [Lords] : 
Cumberland County Council (Bridges) Bill; Dearne Valley Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords] ; ’ Glasgow and South Western 
Railway Bill [Lords]; Neath Harbour Bill [Lords ; Plymouth, Stone- 
house, and Devonport Tramways Bill ; Rawmarsh Urban District Council 
(Tramways) Bill (bord Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords]; Taff Vale 
Railway Bill [Lor ]—Read a second time, and committed ed . 1479 


Alexandra Park Bill—‘“To constitute a body of trustees for the purpose of 
acquiring the Alexandra Palace and Park and other lands in the county of 

Middlesex ; and to empower them to hold and manage the same as a place 

of public resort and recreation and for other public purposes ; and to 

make all provisions necessary or proper in that behalf,” read ‘the first 

time ; to be read a second time ie : ans Bi us . 1479 
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PRIVATE Bitts—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be suspended, 
and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials against Private 
Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any Documents relating to any 
Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Certificate, be 
extended to the first day on which the House shall sit after the Recess.— 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means) ... as ie ae si .-. 1479 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill—Read a second time, and committed. 1479 


exxvi 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4)—Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland relating 
to Dublin, Belfast, Kingstown, and Blackrock, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—‘“ To con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to Dublin, Belfast, Kingstown, and Blackrock,” presented, and 
read the first time ; te be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 240] se aes 7s sas .-» 1480 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE 
WorkKING CLAssEs (No. 2)—Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland relating to Bray, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the 
Working Classes (No. 2) Bill—‘To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for Ireland relating to Bray,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 241] bas a 7 ... 1480 


PiER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Ayr, Bridlington, Felixstowe, and 
Penryn, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Ayr, B.idlington, Felixstowe, and 
Penryn,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Priyate Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 242]... 1480 


PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating 
to Perth and Paisley, ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill—‘“To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating 
to Perth and Paisley,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
Sra riaidals pica Vues Te ae iit aedaaaes celles cies ican Ce 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Thursday, 14th June ... 1481 
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Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order ne Report to lie upon the Table. Bill, 
as amended, to be considered upon Thursday, 14th June .. ws i 


Bray Urban District Council Bill—Reported, with an Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; 


St. David’s Railway (Abandonment) Bill—Reported, without amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 4 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]|—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the "rable, and to be printed 


PrivaTE Bits (Group H)—Sir Henry FLETCHER reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group H of Private Bills, That a letter was received from 
Viscount Sandon, one of the members of the said Committee, stating that 
he was unable to be present at the meeting of the Committee this ameica on 
account of illness. Report to lie upon the Table _ 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill 
(Joint Committee)—Sir Ucutrep Kay-SHUTTLEWoRTH reported from 
the Joint Committee on the Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill, That, for the convenience of parties, they had 
adjourned till Thursday, 21st June, at nace Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table si ‘ in ‘a 


Laneaster Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section A), with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


West Bromwich Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed : 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDS—That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act 
to authorise the South Staffordshire Tramways Company to sell and 
transfer portions of their undertaking to local authorities ; to confirm a 
lease of their undertaking to the South Staffordshire Tramways (Lessee) 
Company, Limited ; to re-arrange their capital ; and for other purposes.’ 
South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to authorise the working of the Mersey 
Railway and railways connected therewith by electricity, t to regulate the 
capital of the Mersey Railway Company; and for other purposes.” 
Mersey Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to empower the Corporation of Barnsley 
to make deviations in constructing the lines of pipes authorised by the 
Barnsley Corporation (Water) Act, 1896; to transfer to them certain 
powers, works, and obligations granted or transferred to the Corporation 
of Sheffield by the Sheffield Corporation (Water) Act, 1896; and to 
extend the periods for the taking of lands and for the construction of 
works, and for other purposes.” Barnsley Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to empower the Fishguard and Rosslare 


Railways and Harbours Company to construct additional harbour works. 


at Rosslare and alterations of portions of their authorised railways ; and 
for other purposes.”” Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 
Bill [Lords]. ; , kaa an 
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Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for supplying with water the parish of 
Llanllyfni, being part of the rural district of Gwyrfai, in the county of 
Carnarvon.” Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to make provision in regard to the water 
undertaking of the Corporation of Margate, to authorise the Corporation 
to construct promenades, sea-walls, street improvements, and other works, 
and to make further provision in regard to the health, local government, 
improvement, and finance of the borough; and for other purposes,’ 
Margate Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for defining and extending the limits of 
supply of the Westgate and Birchington Water Company ; and for con- 
ferring further powers on the company for the construction of works, the 
raising of capital, and otherwise in relation to their undertaking ; and for 
other purposes.” Westgate and Birchington Water Bill ‘haedbl, 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for making and maintaining railways in 
the county of Lanark, to be called the Motherwell and Bellshill Railway ; 
and for other purposes.” Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to empower the North Eastern Railway 
Company to own and use vessels for the conveyance of traffic between 
Hull and Rotterdam, Amsterdam, and Harlingen ; and for other purposes.” 
North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill TLo Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer additional powers upon the 
North Eastern Railway Company for the construction of new railways and 
other works and the acquisition of additional lands, and upon that 
company and the London and North Western Railway Company in 
respect of the Leeds new station, and for vesting in the company the 
Londonderry (Seaham to Sunderland) Railway, the Cawood, Wistow, and 
Selby Light Railway, and the Merrybent and Darlington Railway ; and 
for other purposes.” North Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]. 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [Lords]; Mersey Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Barnsley Corporation Bill [Lords] ; "Fishguard and Rosslare 
Railways and Harbours Bill [Lords] ; Gwyrfai Rural District Council 
Water Bill [Lords] ; Margate Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Westgate and 
Birchington Water Bill [Lords]; Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill 
[Lords]; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [Lords] ; North 
Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]; read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills . ¢ 


PETITIONS. 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions ns; f from Bow and claus ; 
and Marylebone ; to lie upon the Table <s ; is 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour ; from 
Dalziel ; and Motherwell ; to lie upon the Table 14! 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities spexccum Bill— 
Petition from Felton, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... ty 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Alverstoke ; and West wena ; to 
lie upon the Table “ ons - 


MaGan Sincu—Petition from — Singh, for redress of seeagiet to lie 
upon the Table eve ‘ - ; 
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RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petitions against establishment, 


from Paisley ; Perth; Inverkeithing; Selkirk; Broxburn; Inverness ; 
.-» 1484 


Alloa ; Culross ; Hawick ; and Benhar Moor ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Sewers on Sunday ahs Ronin from North 
Camberwell, in favour ; to lie upon the Table , 


Sale of Mag 5 toy Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Eckington; Guildford; Aberdeen; Wooburn; Dewsbury ; Paul ; 
Woodhouse Eaves ; Worthing ; ; St. Neots ; Glasgow ; Old Hunstanton ; 
King’s Lynn ; West Lynn ; Peckham ; Lewes ; Sunderland ; Hunstanton ; ; 
Hindley Green ; ; + Bridge ; and Sheffield satan to lie — the 
Table ... Ke 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Dundee (two); Paisley; Port Bannatyne; Kilmarnock ; 
Perth ; Falkirk; Port Glasgow ; Galashiels ; and Motherwell (two) ; to 
lie upon the Table | ivi +. 


pee? Closin, ing ial Bill—Petitions in favour, from Malvern ; 
Sheffield ; sisnstaahe Woodhouse Eaves ; and Sunderland ; to lie upon 
the Table be aby “or “on aes ne oth - 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


War Retier FunpDs CoMMITTEE—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute relat- 
ing to the appointment of the War Relief Funds Committee, dated 17th 
February, 1900, and of the Report of the Penrose dated 28th May, 
1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table sus 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 5th April; Mr. Hanbury vs to lie isa the vii i to be 
printed. [No. 189] . rs 


SINKING FuNDs—Account presented, of the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, showing the amount received and applied in the 
year ended 31st March, 1900, in respect to the Old and New > eg 
Funds [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 190] . 


Civi. SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS) 
(SUPPLEMENT)—Appropriation Accounts presented, of the sum granted 
by Parliament for sundry Colonial Services, including certain Grants in 
Aid for the year ending 31st March, 1899 (Supplement), together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by mts to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. -[No. 191] 


Post OrFicE Savincs BANK (REGULATIONS)—Copy presented, of Draft 
Post Office wrt arsch Bank 4 andere 1900 oy cae to lie _— the 
Table ... ‘ . ts 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS (REGULATIONS)—Copy presented, of Draft Regula- 
tions of the Trustee Savings Banks, 1900 [by Act}; to lie upon the Table 


ALKALI, ETC., WorKS REGULATION ACTS, 1881 AND 1892—Copy presented, 
of Thirty-sixth Annual Report on ‘Alkali, etc, Works by the Chief 
Inspector, being for 1899 by al; to lie es on the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 192] ... ‘ 
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LocaL TAxaTiON Returns (ENGLAND)—Copy presented, of the Annual 
Returns for 1898-9, Part I. (Poor Rate Return and Valuation for the Poor 
Rate) [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 193] . 


Gas AND WATER Works Facitities Act, 1870—Copy presented, of Report 
by the Board of Trade as to dispensing with the consents of certain 
Local and Road Authorities in the case of the Wath-upon-Dearne and 
District Gas Provisional Order [by ; to lie ony the aged and to be 
printed. [No. 194] . 


RalLways ABANDONMENT—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the St. David’s Railway (Abandonment) Bill and the objects 
thereof oe to Seite Order reeras ; referred to the Committee on 
the Bill “ as ‘ én ; 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (ScoTLaND) Act, 1899—Copy presented, 
of General Orders for the Regulation of Proceedings under and in pur- 
suance of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 [by we 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 195] - 


TRADE ReporTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic Pa 
Consular Reports, Annual ae Nos. 2431 to 2435 BS [by er mgs 
lie upon the Table 


Arrica (No. 5, 1900)—Copy presented,-of Convention for the Preservation of 
Wild Animals, Birds, and Fish in Africa. Signed at London, 19th May, 
1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 7 ‘ 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House—Inquiry into 
Charities(County of Carnarvon).—Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
10th February, 1898 ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 196] 


ELectric LIGHTING PRovisioNAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; and 
the Electric Lighting Provisional ‘Orders (No. 11) Bill.’—(Mr. Ritchie. ) 


Copy “sone see iaial ; to lie ee the she and to be fois inted. 
[No. 197] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL Sie <n ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy pponentot aonoelingly 5 ; to lie nape A the ey and to be boiamee 
[No. 198] es 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill.”—(Mr. 
Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 199 ove ave esis she side seo se bas a 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No, 3) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
Stating the nature of the Propcsals-contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 2 ws = vat ves esi one ee ‘ni se 
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British InpDIA (INCOME AND EXPENDITURE)—Address for “ Return of the 
net Income and Expenditure of British India, under certain specified heads, 
for the eleven years from 1888-9 to 1898-9.”—(Sir Henry Fowler) 


{NDIAN FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 1900-1—Address for “Copy of the Indian 
Financial Statement for 1900-1, and of the Proceedings of the — 
Council of the Governor General thereon.’ "—(Sir Henry Fowler) .. 


‘SourH Arrica (UNWOUNDED SoipreRS DEAD oR INVALIDED Home)— 
Address for ‘“ Return of the number of Officers and Men who since the 
commencement of the present War have died or been invalided Home from 
causes other than wounds received in action.” —(Mr. Thomas Bayley) 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- 
Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; = 5 ety The First a of the eeigaued 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 


BRITISH PRISONERS AT PRETORIA—Question, Mr. Lambert —— South 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘as am 


DAMAGE TO RomAN CaTHoLIc CHURCHES IN NATAL—Questions, General 
Russell (Cheltenham) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, The 
eens of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


PROVISIONS FOR INVALIDED SoLp1ERS—Question, Sir J. Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover).. 


MARTIAL LAW—ALLEGED FENIAN PRISONERS AT MAFEKING—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham was ; 


Army Sratistics—Question, Sir Howard cepa rn stieniias Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... . ’ ste : sil ‘ 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS ON TRANSPORTS RETURNING WITH WOUNDED— 
Questions, Mr. Arthur J. Moore selenide and Mr. William Redmond d 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ; 


SIEGE OF LADYSMITH—DISAPPEARANCE OF STORES—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, The Financial ene the vii Office Le J. Powell- 
W illiams, Birmingham, 8‘) 


NON-DELIVERY OF TELEGRAMS TO THE SEAT OF WaAR—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The Financial ones to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ‘ 


NavaL OFFICER ON LorD. Roperts’s StaFF—Question, Mr. \ oxall (Notting- 
ham, W.); Answer, The First Lord of the hg sai a psec any St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) . a 


VoLUNTEERS—SucGEsTED BounTiES—Question, Colonel measiane (Mont- 
gomery Boreughs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- Williams ‘ va 


MANCHESTER VOLUNTRERS—TRAVELLING ALLOWANCES—Question, Lord 
Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 


MANCHESTER Post OFFICE atsshie—Aatsien Mr. Schwann mm (eae, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury .. ove ve ret 
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MILITIA—FURLOUGHS IN AGRICULTURAL ee ee Mr. ee 
(Hampshire, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ios : - -- 1495 


MILITIA—FAMILY ALLOTMENTS, HOME AND FoREIGN SERVICE—Question, Mr. 
Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ad sé ses --» 1495 


Army CoNTRACTS—BRIGADE CAMP SupPLIES—Question, Mr. Grant Lawson 
(Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams i w» 1495 


MaLTA—GaARRISON CHURCHES—Question, Mr. Boscawen agg ee 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams _... , wd . 1496 


NAVAL MAN@UVRES—Question, Sir Edward pete neapigsieaiai Answer, 
Mr. Goschen ... su ie ro .-» 1496 


THE “ VICTORIA AND ALBERT is a9 a Sir Edward rage . — Mr. 
Goschen a bd . .. 1497 


Nava. ConstRucTION—MEssrs. ARMSTRONG’S ee Mr. Yer- 
burgh ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ix sos xe be ‘ .» 1497 


ZANZIBAR—BRITISH DESPATCHES BY GERMAN - ee i armen Colonel 
Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen val be .-» 1498 


EXPERIMENTS ON THE OBSOLETE “‘ BELLEISLE ”—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen the ne she seh .-» 1499 


InDIAN GoLpD CurRENCY—LIGHT CoINAGE—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith 
(Flintshire) ; Answer, The epee of State for India — G. Hamilton, 


Middlesex, Ealing) ... de’ ; onal ate . 1499 
LACCADIVE IsLANDS—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts i at gp W. di 

Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... " ‘ . 1500 
INDIAN FAMINE STATISTICS—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts; Answer, Lord 

G. Hamilton ... o - ea si ou wal ws ..» 1501 
GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA STOCK—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthen- 

shire, W.); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton... po teh eh ... 1501 
INDIAN RAILWAY Aa tal lies ceptor Mr. Cohen ae E.); Answer, 

Lord G. Hamilton... ss ae se ... 1501 


French TARIFFS AND INDIAN TRADE—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; 
Answer, The Under re of State for wig Affairs ee Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford)... ‘ . 1502 


AUSTRALIAN APPEALS—Question, Mr. Maclean; Answer, The Attorney 
General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) _... ¥ ne ... 1503 


Russia AND Korga—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick sil es ake ve - ... 1503 


TuRKIsH TARIFFs—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 1504 
DisTURBANCES IN JERSEY—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... 1504 


Poor Law Act, 1899—Question, Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.); Answer, The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, nares ee 
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Receivinc Homes For Poor LAw CuinpREN—Question, Mr. Flower; 
Answer, Mr. Chaplin ... ‘és neg sn ee ins che .-- 1505 


AsHrorD Poor Law ScHoots—Question, Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, 
Northwich) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin ... 1 an sn aS .-- 1506 


Loans FoR Poor Law oe ee Mr. Lewis si —- N.); 
Answer, Mr. Chaplin ... ssi ada ~ . 1506 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT, es Mr. McKenna (Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin eA ; cae et. ... 1507 
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RAILWAY ACCIDENTS—INQUESTS—Question, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
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BUSINESS OF THE HovsE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman - stirling 
Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour sits ! sid 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’ s PaneLt)—Mr. ArtTHuR O'CONNOR 
reported from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had appointed Mr. Arthur 
O'Connor to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the considera- 
tion of Bills relating to Law, and Courts of J ustice, and Legal Procedure, 
in respect of the Town Councils (Seotland) Bill, in the ee of Sir James 
Fergusson. Report to lie upon the Table ... 


Registration of Firms Bill (Select Committee)—Ordered, That the Select 
Committee on the Registration of Firms Bill have power to send for 
persons, papers, and records.—(Mr. Attorney General) : 


STANDING CoMMITTEE ON TRADE, ETC.—Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, ete., have leave to sit this day lia the Fagin “of the 
House.—(Mr. Stuart-W ortley) : : 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs—That they have passed a Bill, nal “ An Aet 
to amen‘ and extend the provisions of the Law of Scotland on the subject 





Page 


. 1524 


of Education.” Education (Scotland) Bill [Lords] ... sie Jat v- 1524 


Education (Scotland) Bill oe the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 18th June, and to be printed. ’ [Bill 244] 


New MemBer SworN—The Hon. William Robert bere 3 Peel, for the 
Borough of Manchester (South Division) ; 


SITTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTIONS FROM THE STANDING ORDER)— 
Ordered, That the proceedings on the Railways (Prevention of Accidents) 
Bill, if under discussion at Twelve o'clock this night, be not interrupted 
under the Standing Order (Sittings of the House).—(Mr. A. J. Balfour) .., 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE House (WHITSUNTIDE)—Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That this House at its rising do adjourn till Thursday, 
14th June, and that so soon as Government Business is disposed of this 
day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put.”—( Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Amendment proposed— 


Smith.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘ to-morrow’ be there inserted.” 


EpucATION IN CHURCH OF ENGLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 


The First Lord of the Treasury Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wilts, 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- Cricklade) ... 
chester, E.) 1536 Mr. Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Sir H. Campbell - Bannerman 
Boroughs) 1543 (Stirling Burghs) ; 
The Vice-President of the Mr. William Jones (Carnarvon- 
Committee of Council on shire, Arfon) .. 
Education J. Gorst, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 
Cambridge 
Boroughs) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


. 1524 


. 1524 


1524 


“ After the word ‘rising’ to insert the worl ‘to-morrow.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel 


1548 
1552 


. 1553 


« 1555 
. 1558 
niversity) ... 1547 Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 

dws .-» 1560 
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Irn1sH REGIMENTS — PromMoTIONS — Koorn Spruit Disaster — Non- 


PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES, ETC. 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ve ‘ap a vibe ae 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Dr. 
Tanner, Cork Co., Mid). House counted, and forty Members being found 
present— 


Miuitta Orricers’ CoMMISSIONs. 
Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.) aT ade ay sip 536 oe 
PROSPECTS OF A DISSOLUTION. 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... pe ots _ - _ 
INDIAN FAMINE. 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff)... 1572 The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 


Ealing) 
MinitiA OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS. 
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1562 


1568 


1570 


. 1576 


The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... . 1581 
THE WAR—GENERAL QUESTIONS. 

Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cumber- Mr. A. J. Balfour _ w+» 1586 

land, Cockermouth) ... 1582 

ALLEGED DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY BY BRITISH TROOPS. 

Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, - Eifion) . 1587 
MERCHANT SEAMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough)... sie . 1590 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place and claimed to move, ‘“‘ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 187; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 140.) 
Main Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That this House at its rising do adjourn till Thursday, 14th 
June, and that so soon as Government business is disposed of this day 
Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put.—(Mr. Balfour.) 





Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—As amended (by the Standing 
Committee), considered. 


New Clause— 


(1) Nothing in this Act shall require notice of accidents to be given in 
_ eases where such a notice is required to be given under any Act relating to 
factories or mines. y 
(2) Where any inspection, inquiry, or investigation for any purpose may be 
“made under this Act by, or by any officer of, a Government Department, and 
‘ may also be made for the same purpose under any other Act by, or by any 
officer of, another Government Department, the inspection, inquiry, or investiga- 
_. tion shall be made as arranged between the Departments concerned, but any 
such inspection, inquiry, or investigation shall not be made with respect to the 
same matter for the same purpose by, or by any officer of, more than one 
Department.—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be now redd.a 


second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, 
Brightside) iis w+ 1597 Wansbeck) ... vas Les 
The President of the Board Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Forest of Dean) a a 
Croydon) -n ... 1598 Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, Bar- 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .... 1598 nard Castle) ... oa ; 
Colonel Pilkington (Lanca- Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 
shire, Newton) ... .-- 1599 Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens) 


Page 


1600 
. 1601 
:.» 1601 


. 1602 
. 1603 





Mr. Channing (Northampton- Sir James Jowey (Durham, 
shire, E.) lias .-- 1599 Chester-le-Street) ..- 1604 
Colonel Blundell (Lanca- 
shire, Ince) _ .-- 1600 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, amended, and added. 


New clause— 


“In ig magrser: of this Act to railways in Scotland the following modifica- 
tions shall be made :—‘ The expression “Summary Jurisdiction Acts” means 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Scotland) Acts. The jurisdiction conferred by this 
Act shall be exercised solely by the sheriff, and shall be held to be civil within 
the meaning of the twenty-eighth section of the Summary Procedure Act, 1864. 
The sheriff shall upon request of any party to the cause take notes of the 
evidence, and any party, if dissatisfied with the sheriff's judgment as erroneous 
either in point of law or of fact, may appeal there against to either division of 
the Court of Session, which appeal shall be heard summarily by the said 
division, whose judgment shall be final. The Court of Session may, if it thinks 

.. dit, by act of.sederunt regulate the form and time of presentation of such 
appeals.’ ”—(Zhe Lord Advocate.) 


—brought up and read the first and second time, and added. 


New clause — 


‘* If any company or person interested shall prove to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Trade that their or his reasonable requirements with respect to any 
patented plant or appliance required by the Board of Trade to be used on 
any railway are not supplied in a reasonable manner and at a reasonable 
cost, the Boird may order the patentee to grant licences on such terms as 
the Board, having regard to the nature of the invention and the circumstances 
of the case, may deem just; and any such order may be enforced by 
mandamus,” —(Sir Alfred Hickman.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 


The Attorney General (Sir Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) ... 1607 
Robert Finlay, Inverness Sir Joseph Pease sled ..- 1607 
Burghs) ... ve .-« 1607 Mr. Ritchie... orn ..» 1608 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
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New clause— 


“(1) Any person affected by any rule, order, or direction made under this 
Act, which has been in operation for a period exceeding six months, may apply 
to the Board of Trade to rescind or vary the same. Such application shall be 
made in writing, and shall be accompanied by a statement of the grounds upon 
which it is made. 

‘*(2) If the Board of Trade shall decline to entertain such application, or if 
the person making the application is dissatisfied with the decision.of the Board 
of Trade thereon, the Board of Trade shall at the request of such person refer 
the application to the Railway and Canal Commission ag if it were an objection 
to a proposed rule under this Act.”—(Mr. Jackson.) 





—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Fortescue Flannery Mr. Bryce son oo ... 1613 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) ... 1611 Mr. Maddison ... Sie ..- 1614 
Mr, Fenwick se ... 1612 Mr. Ritchie... ip .-- 1618 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, Sir Joseph Pease an .-- 1621 
_ va ... 1612 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


“To leave out Sub-section 2 in order to insert the following words— ‘If any 
such application is made within eighteen months after the date on which the 
rule in respect of which the application is made has come into operation, and 
the Board of Trade declines to entertain the application, the Board of Trade 
shall, if requested by the person making the application, refer it tothe Railway 
and Canal Commissioners, and the Commissioners shall consider and decide 
whether the application is reasonable or not, as if it was an objection to a rule 
under this Act, and if they decide that the application is reasonable, the Board 
of Trade shall propose a rule to meet it.’”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. Jackson wr ..- 1622 = Mr. Maddison ... Ais ooo 1622 
Amendment agreed to. Clause, as amended, added. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 1, line 9, to leave out the words ‘railway service,’ and insert the 
words ‘employment of persons on any railway by any railway company’ instead 
thereof.” —(Sir James Joicey.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘railway service’ stand part of 


the Bill.” 

DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Ritchie a ... 1625 Mr. John Burns ee .-- 1625 
Mr. Bryce ... -_ .-- 1625 Colonel Blundell bit ... 1626 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 22, after the word ‘shown,’ to leave out the words, ‘ to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Trade.’”—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... mn oon ove ane an one ... 1628 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


_ “In page 2, line 18, after the word ‘objection,’ to insert the words ‘ includin 
objections relating to any matters within the discretion of the Board of Trade.’ 
—(Mr, Attorney pardon § 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 4, to leave out from the word ‘trade’ to the word 
‘objectors’ in line 5, and insert the words ‘may, with the consent of the 
objector or.’”—(Mr. Renshaw). 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to. be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


inn Ghaieas cadiiewsinesds 2c.cubts: yitedeny: -eueleus 1eigeige SEC 
Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 1.00 esses, 160 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, lines 4 and 5, to leave out the words ‘satisfied that it is the 
general desire,’ and insert the words ‘required so to do by a majority.’ ”—(Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. Ritchie au ian wit ae jaa ‘i ii ..- 1630 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 6, to leave out the words ‘ Board of Trade,’ and insert the 
words ‘ * way and Canal Commissioners’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ Board of Trade’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 

Mr. Ritchie ‘ee = ea ion “0 ois pa .- 1631 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 18, to leave out the words ‘and thereupon,’ and insert the 
words ‘in the same manner as they may make a rule under this Act, and 
subject to the same provisions and.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 31, to leave out the words ‘in priority to or.’”—(Mr. 
Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Mr. Ritchie sid xb abs wr re te ot .-- 1633 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 104 ; Noes, 35. (Division List No. 141.) 
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Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 5, line 13, to leave out Sub-section (4), of Clause 14.”—(Mr. 
Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘where’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Ritchie an foe nee mie oe abe ne ..- 1636 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 20, at the end, to insert the words—‘ (5) Where the Board 
of Trade hold a special inquiry with reference to an ee to a proposed rule 
on the application of the objector, the person appointed to hold the inquiry may, 
if on the inquiry it appears to him that the circumstances were not such as to 
render a special inquiry necessary, order the objector to pay the whole or any 
part of the costs certified by the heed to have been incurred by them in holding 

. the special inquiry, and any amount se ordered to be paid may be recovered as 
_ a debt due te the Crown,’ ”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Ritchie ue nee abe ies aie i Se ses, 1687 


Amendment proposed to the said proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 4, to leave out from the word ‘the’ to the word ‘necessary,’ both 
inclusive, and insert the words ‘such — was frivolously or vexatiously 
made’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. Stuart-Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Question ‘put, and agreed to. ~ 
Words inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 22, to leave out the word ‘ public.’ ”—(.Mr. John Burns.) 


Question put, “That the word ‘ public’ stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Ritchie ses ... 1641 Mr. Fenwick... ees ... 1647 
- Mr. Bryce -.. bes ... 1641 Mr. Wrightson (St. Pancras, E.) 1648 

Mr. Maddison... ... 1642 Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 

Sir Robert Finlay ... .-- 1645 land, Tyneside) wae ..- 1648 

Sir Joseph Pease ... .-» 1645 Sir Fortescue Flannery ... ... 1649 

Mr. Jackson aiid ... 1646 Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 1650 

Mr. Channing .... ... 1647 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 79 ; Noes, 39. (Division List No. 142.) 
Another Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 14, at the end, to add the words ‘ beyond the limits of 
stations or shunting sidings.’”—(Mr. Stuart-Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Ritchie _ -» 1651 Mr. Jackson we ot .» 1651 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Another Amendment made. 

Bill to be read the third time upon Monday, 18th June. 


Post Office Sites Bill—Read a second time, and committed to a Select Com- 
mittee of Five Members, Three to be nominated by the House, and Two 
by the Committee of Selection. Ordered, That all Petitions against the 
Bill presented Five clear days before the meeting of the Committee be 
referred to the Committee ; that the Petitioners praying to be heard by 
themselves, their Counsel, or Agents, be heard against the Bill, and 
Counsel heard in support of the Bill. Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and records. Ordered, That Three be 
the quorum.—(Mr. Hanbury) ... or ve a ian swt a 


SUPPLY [25rH May]|—Resolutions reported : - 


Civit SERVICES EsTiMATEs, 1900-1901. 
Cxass II. 


1. “ That a sum not exceeding £10,486, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant in Dublin and London, and of the Inspectors of 
Lunatic Asylums.” 


Cuass III. 


2. “That a sum not exceeding £81,681 be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Irish Land 
Commission.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 28th day of this instant 
May, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 
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... 1652 


Adjourned accordingly at ten minutes before Three of the clock . 


till Thursday, 14th June. 


END OF CONTENTS OF VOL. LXXXIII. 
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@ Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 
SEVENTH SESSION or tHE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unitep Kinepom oF GREAT BRITAIN anpd IRELAND, AppointTeD 


TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 1900, IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN 








VICTORIA. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 14th May, 1900. 


NEW PEER. 


The Right Honourable Sir Nathaniel 
Lindley, Knight, having been appointed 
a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary under the 
provisions of the Appellate Jurisdiction 
Act, 1876, with the dignity of a Baron 
for life, by the style and title of Baron 
Lindley, of East Carleton, in the county 
of Norfolk—Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 


Gas Orders Confirmation 
[H.L. ]. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) [H.L.]. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) [H.L.]. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


No. 2). 
Son (No. 2) 


(No. 1) 


Gas Order Confirmation 
[H.L.]. 
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Order 


Education Board Provisional 
Confirmation (London) [H.L. ]. 


And the Certificates that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bills have been complied with :— 
Aberdeen Corporation Tramways. 
Lee Conservancy. 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 
Tramways. 
Midland Railway. 
And also the Certificates that the 


Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bills have not been complied 
with :— 
Crystal Palace Company [H.L.]—(Peti- 
tion for additional Provision). 
Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited 
—(Petition for Bill). 
Cumberland County Council (Bridges). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


ROE’S PATENT. 


Petition of John Pearce Roe, late of 
150, Leadenhall Street, in the city of 
London, but now of 30, St. Mary Axe, 
in the said city, civil engineer, praying 
for leave to introduce a Bill for rendering 
valid certain letters patent granted to 
John Pearce Roe for an invention for 
improvements in apparatus for shipping 
or transferring coal and other materials ; 
together with a copy of the proposed Bill 


A 








3 Prowate Bill 


annexed thereto; read, and referred to 
the Examiners. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the peti- 
tions for additional provision in the 
following Bills : 

Liverpool Overhead Railway [-1.] 

Salfurd Corporation [H.L. ] 


ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
given to the Committee on the Bills to 
insert the additional provisions. 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the following 
Bills ought to be dispensed with, and 
leave given to introduce the Bills :— 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com- 
pany. 
Bray Urban District Council. 


Read, and agreed to. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
(H.L.] (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL 
PROVISION). 

COSTA RICA RAILWAY COMPANY, 
LIMITED, BILL (PETITION FOR BILL). 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 

Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Monday next. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BOARD BILL 
[H.L.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed further 
with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [H.1L.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed further 
with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


{LORDS} 


Business. 4 
| SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
| [H.L.]. 

| 

| The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
'formed the House that the opposition to 
‘the Bill was withdrawn. The Orders 
/'made on the 26th February and on 
Friday last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


| WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE BILL. 
Read 24, and committed. 


EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


/FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [H.L.], 


CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L.]. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [1.1]. 
BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL IN, 
VESTMENT TRUST, LIMITED, BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
BRISTOL WATER BILL [H.L.}. 

TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [1.1.}. 

Read 34, and passed, and sent to the 
| Commons, 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 

and referred to the Examiners. 
RAILWAYS (IRELAND) AMALGAMA- 
TION BILLS. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee ap- 
pointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the 
Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills do 
meet the Lords’ Committee in Committee 

toom B on Friday next, at Two o’clock, 
| as proposed by their Lordships. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 
Message from the Commons that they 
/have ordered that the Committee ap- 
pointed by them to join with the Com- 
mittee of this House to consider the 
Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
| Urban District Council Bill do meet the 
| Lords’ Committee in Committee Room A 
/on Thursday next, at two o'clock, as pro- 
| posed by their Lordships. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. Read 
1¢: to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 74.) 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICTS, 
ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. 

Committed to a Committee of the whole 

House. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROYI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 

Read 3% (according to Order), and 

passed. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. }. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [H.L.]. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [H.1.}. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.L.]. 


WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND 
DOCKS BILL [u...}. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.}. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Earl of Carlisle be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Lord Lawrence ; read, and agreed 
to. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2422. Argentine Republic (Rosario). 
No. 2423. United States (New York). 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


General Report by the Chief Inspector 
of the Southern Division of Scotland for 
the year 1899, 


COMMERCIAL NO. 1 (1900) (SUEZ 
CANAL). 


Returns of Shipping and Tonnage, 
1897, 1898, 1899. 


{14 May 1900} 





Case, be. 6 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION BOARD 
(IRELAND). 


Annual Report for the year 1899. 


Presented {by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 

Report to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made, patients seen, and 
miles travelled by the Visitors of Lunatics, 
pursuant to the Lunacy Act, 1890, be- 
| tween October Ist, 1899, and March 31st, 
| 1900. Laid before the House [pursuant 
| to Act], and ordered to lie on the Table. 





PETITIONS. 


| DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


| Petition for legislation to ensure ade- 
| quate provision for, from National sources, 
of the Guardians of the Poor of the 
Union of Worksop ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


| EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [(u.1..} 
| Petitions for amendment of, of the 
Edinburgh Corporation, and the. Berwick- 
shire County Council ; read, and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Message from the Commons that they 
have ordered that the Committee ap- 
| pointed by them to join with the Com- 
| mittee of this House to consider muni- 
cipal trading do meet the Lords Com- 
mittee in the Chairman of Committees’ 
Committee Room on Thursday next, at 
| Three o'clock, as proposed by their 
| Lordships. 


NEW BILL. 

| pernan 

| SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [1.1]. 
A Bill to provide for the earlier closing 


of shops—Was presented by the Lord 
Avebury ; read 14 ; to be printed ; and to 





| be read 24 on Tuesday, the 22nd instant. 


(No. 73.) 
THE CHUPRA CASE~SEPARATION OF 


THE JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE 
FUNCTIONS IN INDIA. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I rise, in accordance with the 


A 2 








{LORDS} 


dismissed, Mr. Simkins adding as an ultimatum, 
‘Will you go or not go?’ 
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notice standing in my name on your 
re ; 

a a Paper, “1 ae yo + a of “On this, Narsingh, the worm, turned again, 
the House to an article in the Law Limes) ana, as the two officers alleged, snapped his 
of 13th January on the Indian Executive | fingers at them, and said he did not care ‘ that’ 
and the Judiciary ; and to the evils of | for their illegal orders. Then this ‘boy’ of a 
uniting judicial and executive functions, | Police superintendent seized Narsingh by the 

sacra © Ged in the Chuor: gern shoulders, kicked him behind, and told him to 
as exemplified in the Chupra case ; and to | 45, But the worm again turned, and ap- 
the insufficient action of the Bengal | proached, as Corbett asserted, in a menacing 
Government with respect to those that | attitude, when Simkins hit him on the head 
did well and those that did ill in that | With a rattan, and Corbett struck him three 





case ; and to ask what compensation the 
Bengal Government has made or will be 
ordered to make Constable Narsingh. I 
will read the chief part of the article in 
the Law Times, which speaks for itself 
and leaves me but little to add. It is as 
follows— 


“In thus summarising the results of the 
scandalous incident, it is by way of securing 
attention to its grave bearing on magisterial 
administration in the Indian country districts 
under the present conditions of the much- 
mixed functions entrusted to European 
civilian officers. It would be impossible, in 
the space available, to give any complete 
narrative of the tangled outrages and illegali- 
ties committed. Mr. Pennell’s judgment 
alone would occupy three of our pages; but 
readers may rest assured that all the essential 


facts are duly recorded ; ~T having been set | 


out in a Caleutta journal, the Amrita Bazar 
Patrika, without contradiction, though the 
demi-official journal of Allahabad has made 
some attempt to deprecate the severe censures 
passed on the actors in this cruel Dreyfus case 
in rural Bengal. Let us now squeeze 
the story into as bold and _ brief a 
form as possible. It began with Mr. J. C. 
Twidell, the (civilian) district magistrate, also 
revenue officer, giving orders to the police to 
induce the villagers to set about repairs of 
certain embankments and watercourses with- 
out pay, but by dint of ‘natural persuasion.’ 
These orders were entrusted to Mr. Corbett, 
a very young assistant superintendent of 
police, who, with Mr. Simkins, the local engi- 
neer, who had charge of the tanks and water- 
ways, went to the village of Fulmeria to ‘ 
suade’ the ryots to do the cheap bit of public 
work. One of the first men they accosted for 
the purpose happened to be a constable, Nar- 


singh by name, from another district, who was | 


on sick leave. Forced labour in any shape has 
long been illegal in India ; and though the dis- 
trict magistrate, Mr. Twidell, seemed to have 
forgotten or ignored this elementary fact, the 
village constable—whom they had ordered to 


fetch some fellows to do the work—was well | 
aware of it. He made reply: ‘Why should 


we help? Weare free men, also making objec- 
tion for himself that as a Rajput it was 
against his caste to do earthwork. There- 
upon the young policeman told him to go 
and get some low fellows to do it. Mr. 
Corbett, seeing that Narsingh was a 
constable, thought he would have authority 
with the villagers. On his explaining that he 
was not on duty, and belonged to quite another 
district, Mr. Corbett began to bully him 
fiercely, and threatened he would get him 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


times on the face, knocking him down. Then 
| Simkins, the engineer, who is a big man, 
| literally sat upon the unlucky Noriugh, while 
| both he and Corbett, with their rattan sticks, 
| gave him a good hammering (Corbett’s own 
| confession), after which Narsingh was bundled 
off to work, but after a few minutes’ attempt 
at delving he was let off, for, as Corbett avowed 
in evidence, the hammered constable was look- 
ing sizk! The villagers, duly impressed by 
| this peculiar example of ‘ your boasted British 
| jurisprudence’ began to follow Simkins to 
| their forced labour. It may be mentioned 
| that though they had helplessly looked on 

whilst Narsingh was in chancery, a more 
lucky Chamar (outcast) had made at the 

seo with his stave ; but the engineer, equal 
| to the occasion, seized the Chamar’s stick, and 
| with it gave hima crack on the head. Thus 
| order, if not law, was restored to the village of 
| Fulmeria. 


“ Now it was time for legal proceedings to 
begin, as they did next day ina fashion worthy 
|of Barataria. Narsingh, as we have seen, 
| knew a little law, and it might be expected he 
would take out a summons for assault and 
battery. But before doing so, his bruises 
| needed surgical aid, and with that object he 
| presented himself at the Chupra Hospital with 
| his two black eyes and other decorations. 
| Surgeon-Captain Maddox took him in, of 
| course, but did nothing for him other than 
| surgically, sending word to Mr. Corbett that 
| he had the erring constable at his disposal. 
Thereupon Corbett drove over to the hospital, 
arrested Narsingh, and took him to the house 
of his superior, Mr. Bradley, the district 
superintendent of police. There he appears 
to have been bullied with threats of prosecution, 
which, it was suggested, he might be spared 
if he would resign his place as constable and 
go about his business. But Narsingh had still 
manliness left in him to refuse this tender 
mercy, so he was walked off to the Bungalow 
of the (Civilian) District Magistrate, Mr. 
Twidell, with whom the two European police 
officers consulted as to which sections of the 
Penal Code would serve for prosecution of the 
man whose crime—as the Sessions Judge later 
on remarked—seemed to have been ‘ the very 
serious one of having been assaulted by a 
European official.’ However, the council of 
three found that Sections 253 and 186 L.P.C, 
| might do to frame a charge founded on Cor- 
| bett’s report, and forthwith Mr. Twidell wrote 
| out an ‘order’ directing prosecution before a 
deputy magistrate, Moulvy Zakir Hussein, one 
of his own subordinates. The gist of these 
charges (to which another was added in the 
course of the proceedings), as expressed by Mr. 
Deputy Moulvy in his finding, was ‘an insult 
sufficiently capable of provoking (the young 
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officer Corbett) to commit a breach of the 
peace, and, having found Narsingh ‘guilty,’ 
a sentence of ‘two months rigorous imprison- 
ment’ was passed on him, thus affixing to the 
unhappy ‘ hammered’ constable the stigma of 
a felon. 


“But before this predetermined result was 
reached there had been certain extra legal 
proceedings that must be mentioned, as illus- 
trating how the wisest of Codes and the best 
rules of procedure may be rendered futile by 
personal neglect or dariny violation thereot. 


On the first ae Mr. Bradley, the District | 
>, 


Superintendent of Police, not content with his 
previous bullying and private consultation 
with Mr. Twidell, the superior civilian 
magistrate, must needs plant himself on the 
Bench beside Deputy Moulvy, with whom ‘he 
discussed the law and evidence’ whilst the 
hearing was going on. After this he stepped 
across to Twidell’s house, speedily followed by 
the trying magistrate with the ‘ record,’ where 
they considered the course to be taken at the 
next hearing, the latter having previously con- 
sulted with Mr. Twidell in the train as they 
travelled to Chupra. Here it may be men- 
tioned that when Mr. Deputy Moulvy, in the 
subsequent proceedings before Mr. Pennell, 
the Sessions Judge, was called to account for 
these private contabs in prevision of his finding 
and sentence, he naively expressed it that it 
was to avoid future troubles, for, as he further 
explained, ‘sometimes when cases are dis- 
posed of, and (his superior) magistrates do 
not like it, they find fault, and so I settled 
it beforehand.’ If we are to take this as an 
example of how in rural Bengal justice is some- 
times administered, it is difficult to conceive 
anything more grotesque and scandalous ; and 
as to Mr. Twidell’s part in these Savoy opera 
proceedings in real life, he, when before the 
sessions judge, after much wriggling, was con- 
strained to ‘admit that it is difficult for him to 
say that we did not give Moulvy Zakir Hussein 
any hint as to how he was to decide the case.’ 
It may be remarked here, in passing, that Mr. 
Twidell, the district magistrate, is a civilian of 
only about five years standing, while Mr. 
Deputy Moulvy has exercised magisterial 
functions for nearly thirty years; but as he is 


one of a class who can never rise above their | 


subordinate position, it may be understood 


how that, in the languaye of the Sessions | 
Judge, he is a mere servile tool in the hands of | 
his (local) superiors, ‘a man without conscience, | 


with no fear of God in his eyes.’ Another in- 
stance of the shameless personal interference 
with the course of justice in the case may be 
traced to the circumstance that Mr. Twidell, 
when formally asked in the judge’s court to 
proffer explanation on his part in 
the irregularities there disclosed, refused 
to give it, sheltering himself under 
the plea of advice from his superior, Mr. 
Bourdillon, Chief Commissioner of the Patna 
Division, who is a senior civilian officer close 
on the period for retirement. Yet this gentle- 
man has so little regard for impartiality in 
judicial proceedings that he committed the 
impropriety of writing a demi-otticial letter to 
the Sessions Judge, urging that the evidence 
of the witnesses should be taken in camera. 


“Two or three further circumstances must 
be mentioned in order to show how the case 


{14 May 1900} 
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| was disposed of. It is doubtful whether these 
| outrageous proceedings would have keen 
| formally brought to the cognisance of the 
| Sessions Judge, had not the advocate, Mr. 
| Jaganath Sahai. whom Narsingh had secured 
| before the final hearing in the Deputy’s Court, 
| taken the ‘unusual eourse’—which Mr. 
| Pennell commended in the instance of himself 
| swearing an aflidavit ‘reciting the story of 
these extra-judicial proceedings,’ which com- 
prised many grave irregularities besides those 
essential points we have selected. It was with 
much difficulty that Narsingh obtained bail 
| afterthe first hearing; he then preferred charges 
against Messrs. Corbett and Simkins of causing 
hurt, and of imposing unlawful compulsory 
labour. The same deputy magistrate heard 
the indictment in its usual form cf a petition, 
but this was dismissed as ‘utterly without 
ground . . . under Section 203 C.P.C.’ 

‘But later on the Sessions Judge, in the 
exercise of his ‘ revisional authority,’ set aside 
Moulvy Zakir’s dismissal order and directed a 
fresh inquiry to be made by his superior. In 
passing the order, Mr. Pennell directed 
, that it should Le dealt with by another dis- 
trict magistrate, Mr. Macpherson, seeing that 
Mr. Twidell himself was ‘at the bottom of the 
dismissal by this deputy. Otherwise he 
should have had to make it a direct reference 
to the Caleutta High Court.’ So this is how 
the subsidiary case of Narsingh v. Corbett and 
Simkins was left when last mentioned. 

“It remains to be seen how the higher 
aut! orities will take notice or avoid taking 
notice of the congeries of scandals dis- 
closed in the judgment recorded by the 
Sessions Judge of Chupra. The searching 
and comprehensive review of its flagitious 


magisterial muddle is worthy of the 
| best judicial traditions of the Indian 


Civilian Bench, and so far affords ample vindi- 
cation of the British Indian Codes, when faith- 
fully administered. But Mr. Pennell, who 
had the courage to do his obvious duty, has 
been dealt with penally by the executive 
authority of Bengal, of whom Sir John Wood- 
burn, the present Lieutenant-Governor, is the 
head. Will the Chief Justice of Caleutta, Sir 
Francis Maclean, sit by whilst an insidious 
side-blow is thus dealt at the impartial 
administration of justice within his province? 
Such evasion of duty, were it poseita , would 
tend to weaken the fibres of the strongest cord 
that binds together our Indian Empire. 

“Then there are the highest executive 
authorities, who are kLound to see to it that 
such subordinate official conspiracies against 
| the reign of law as are disclosed in the Chupra 
| case shall not ever be possible ; for we quite 
| admit this is an exceptional instance of mis- 
| carriage in Indian judicial administration. 
| Those executive authorities are the Legal 
Member of the Supreme Executive and the 
| Governor-General in Council, Lord Curzon.” 


| 
| This case does not require much comment, 
| the article of the Law Times having sup- 
plied enough. From the precedents se 
in regard to inquiry as to military out 
| rages, it may be expected that I shall be 
| told, and that the House will be told 
| that these civilian outrages did not take 
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place. If so, the India Office will have 
to make it good by prosecuting the Law 
Times for libel, since its statements if not 
true are the most discrediting statements 
ever made of any administration. I 
regret that the editor of the Law Times, 
Mr. Crump, died about ten days ago. One 
of the chief objects in calling the attention 
of the House to this case is because of the 
light it casts upon the evils of uniting 
executive and judicial functions. When 
I brought this subject before the House 
in May, 1893, both the then Seeretary of 
State for India (Lord Kimberley) and his 
predecessor (Viscount Cross) were fully 
conscious of the necessity of a reform 
to remedy these evils. At that time it 
was supposed that financial difficulties 
stood in the way of reform. Financial 
difficulties are more likely to increase 
than to diminish ; but since then 
some Hindu gentlemen—in accord, I 
believe, with Sir Richard Garth, a 
former Chief Justice of Calcutta—have 
devised a scheme of re-distribution of 
officials and of official duties, which 
would have secured the object aimed at 
without any important additions to the 
expense of the administration. With re- 
gard to the notice as to the inadequate 
dealing with the case by the Bengal 
Government, the dismissal from the ser- 
vice would appear to be what would have 
been expected for Mr. Twidell, Mr. 
Bradley, Mr. Simkins, and Mr. Corbett. 
Mr. Bourdillon, who tried to influence 
the Sessions Judge, does not appear even 
to have been censured, but promoted to 


be Chief Secretary to the Bengal 
Government. He is near his retire- 
ment from the service, so cannot 


plead youthful inexperience; it would 
be adequate and just that the period 
for his retirement should be immediate. 
The too pliant deputy magistrate, 
Moulvy Zakir Hussein, should also retire 
upon his pension without delay. What 
compensation has been or will be made to 
the constable Narsingh for his ill-treat- 
ment, and what reward should be given 
him for upholding the credit of the 
Indian Government in respect of aboli- 
tion of forced labour? How long is the 
Sessions Judge, Mr. Pennell, to be left in 
an unhealthy post, to which he was 
appointed shortly after pronouncing his 
judgment? The Law Times calls this 
appointment an insidious side-blow at the 
impartial administration of justice. The 
Secretary of the Bengal Government 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


{LORDS} 
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denied that this appointment had been 
made on account of the judgment, but 
that it had been made before they had 
seen the judgment. A writer in India, 
under the signature of an “Englishman,” 
says this is a quibble, and that they 
knew of the judgment though they might 
not have seen it. In any case, by this 
time everybody has seen and may 
have read the judgment. How igs 
it, then, that the Sessions Judge, 
who has upheld the credit of the 
administration of British justice and law, 
has not been removed from Noakhaly or 
promoted, by the Bengal Government or 
by the Indian Government or by order 
of the Secretary of State for India! 
Although I have given notice to move for 
papers, I do not intend to do so. There 
ought to be two papers, one containing 
some explanation from the Bengal 
Government, and the other a despatch 
from the Secretary of State. My object 
in giving notice that I should move for 
papers was to secure the right of reply, 
but as the seat at the Table usually occu- 
pied by the Reading Clerk is vacant, and 
there is no one to supply what Lord 
Randolph Churchill used to call my “aural 
deficiencies,” I am perfectly at the mercy 
of my noble friend the Under Secre- 
tary. Whatever the noble Earl may say 
it will be impossible for me to reply to 
him to-night. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Earl of 
OnsLow): I understand that the noble 
Lord does not intend to persevere in his 
motion for papers on this subject. Had 
he done so, I should have been 
quite prepared to lay upon the Table 
of the House the resolution which has 
been passed by the Government of India 
in this case, and which, I think, would 
more clearly set out the views of the 
Government of India and the local 
Government than I can in the few words 
which I shall address to your Lordships. 
It will be quite sufficient, perhaps, for me 
to say that this case is one which has 
attracted a great deal of attention in 
India, and it is one which has been 
brought to the nctice of the Government 
of India, and upon which they have 
thought fit to animadvert in very severe 
terms. No doubt it is a matter for very 
great regret that this assault should have 
been committed upon Narsingh Singh, 
and that the punishment which was 
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awarded, although severe, was hardly ade- | noble Lord, whether any compensation 
quate to the case. It is also unfortunate | will be made or ordered to be made to 
that the judge before whom the appeal | Constable Narsingh Singh, that that is 
was heard should have expressed his | scarcely in accordance with practice either 
opinion upon the case in terms not|in India or in this country, and that we 
usually expected from one ina judicial | have no information at the India Office 





position. The Lieutenant-Governor of 
Bengal expressed the opinion, in which 
the Government of India entirely concur, 
that serious notice of the conduct of 
these officers was necessary, and His 
Honour has issued the following orders — 

“Mr. Twidell will be barred from promo- 
tion to an officiating magistrate-collectorship 
for one year. Mr. Corbett, who has become 
entitled to confirmation as an _ assistant 
superintendent of police of the second grade 
on completely passing the departmental ex- 
aminations, will not be confirmed for the same 
period. An expression of the Lieutenant- 
Governor's severe displeasure will be conveyed 
to Mr. Bradley, and Moulvy Zakir Hussein 
will also be admonished. The latter is an old 
officer who has hitherto borne a blameless 
reputation.” 


With regard to Mr. Pennell’s judgment, 
the High Court of Caleutta “is of opinion 
that certain passages in the judgment 
are expressed in terms which the judges 
cannot but regard as intemperate, and 
conspicuously wanting in that sense of 
dignity and self-restraint which ought to 
characterise judicial utterances,” and an 
expression of the disapproval of the Court 
has been communicated to Mr. Pennell. 
The Governor General in Council adds 
that— 


“The punishment inflicted, if not adequate 
to the offence as it is regarded by the Governor 
General in Council, is at least substantial ; 
and his Excellency in Council cannot but 


regard the lamentable occurrences which he | 
has been discussing as in some degree due to | 


the fact that there was no officer of age and 
experience present on the district staff whose 
more mature judgment might have prevented 
them. It is to be hoped that the public atten- 
tion which has been called to the present 
incident, and the notice which the Govern- 
ment of India have been compelled to take of 
the matter, may prevent the recurrence of 
similar events in the future, and may be pro- 
ductive of good in vindicating that high 
standard to which it is essential that British 
administration in this country should steadily 
conform.” 


I think from what I have said that it will 
be obvious to the noble Lord that the 


| that any such compensation is in con- 
| templation. 


| INDIAN FAMINE—ADVANCES TO 
RYOTS. 
| Lorp SANDHURST: My Lords, I 
_ beg to ask the Under Secretary for India 
| whether it is intended that the advances 
|to the Indian ryots suffering from famine 
/mentioned by the Secretary of State for 
| India in a speech reported in The Times of 
| 10th May shall be by way of loan or gift. 
This question is a very direct one and 
admits of a very direct reply; but as I 
have just returned from the Bombay 
Presidency, where undoubtedly the famine 
| is extremely bad, perhaps your Lordships 
| will allow me to give an explanation in a 
_word or two as to the reasons which 
actuated me in interrogating the noble 
| Earl. A few days ago, a number of 
‘friends of mine were so good as to give 
| me a complimentary dinner on my return 
'from Bombay, and in making a short 
/speech I ventured to suggest, speaking 
for myself alone, that if the resources of 
charity were deemed insufficient possibly 
/some grant might be made by either the 
Home Government or the Government 
of Jndia in aid of certain famine-stricken 
ryots. In the course of the evening Lord 
| George Hamilton made a brief speech, in 
which he used these words— 
“There was, however, one portion of work 
which the charitable funds had done which he 
thought might be undertaken by Government 
| if it became necessary todoso. A large por- 

tion of those funds in the past had been 
| devoted to making advances to the ryot and 

the cultivator, and so had enabled him to buy 
| seed and stock, that he might once more, when 
| the famine was over, be set upon his legs. 

That was a duty which he thought the Govern- 
iment might legitimately undertake, and he 
| had already been in communication with the 
| Indian Government in order that they might, 
| if necessary, supplement any deficiency which 
| the contributions in this country might render 
| necessary.” 


| As Lord George Hamilton expressed the 


haps add, in reply to the question of the | entertainment there were a number of 





Government of India and the Secretary of | idea that any funds to be granted might 
State in England are both deeply sensible | be granted in the same way as they were 
of the serious nature of this case, and | from charitable funds, I assumed that the 
that steps have been taken to prevent | funds so to be distributed were to be by 
a recurrence of the incident. I may per- | way of gift and not by loan ; but at that 
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experienced administrators who con- 
sidered that as the word “advances” 
was used the Secretary of State meant to 
imply that the assistance should be by 
loan and not by gift. I hope the 
noble Earl will be able to clear 
up the ambiguity on that score. If I 
may be allowed to say so—speaking, of 
course, for myself, after a most bitter 
experience of two famines in India—I 
sincerely trust that my assumption that 


the assistance is to be by gift may be | 


{LORDS} 
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this cattle question. The Government of 
Bombay—the only one I venture to speak 
for—have done all they reasonably could 
to save cattle by establishing camps, 
buying and supplying them with quanti- 
ties of fodder, and also by railing large 
numbers of approved cattle to certain 
places in the forest where fodder was 
known to exist, and where water was to be 
found. But even if the Government of 
Bombay realise their most sanguine ex- 
pectations they can only hope to save a 


correct. The present famine, following | fraction of the cattle. If it is true that 
the famine of 1896-7, which was of con- | for the moment the limits of charity have 
siderable dimensions, found the Presidency | been reached, I venture respectfully to 


of Bombay and certainly the Central | 


Provinces and other parts of India in a 
position in which they had hardly begun 
to recover from the former calamity. The 
famine now upon India, which must con- 
tinue for some time, is of unexampled 
severity, and embraces an area, certainly 
as regards the Presidency of Bombay, 
larger than any before so devastated. 
We are in this unfortunate position, that 
whereas in 1896-7 over £1,000,000 was 
subscribed to assist the Government in 
their beneficent work, on this occasion, as 
everyone knows, we have a tremendous 
competition for monetary aid which 
naturally absorbs all minds and not less 
naturally draws all charitable funds 
towards the relief of the families 





of those soldiers who are serving 
in South Africa. Therefore, although 
the Indian people are confronted 
with a calamity of an unprecedented 
nature, the vast wealth of charity which 
was poured from the Empire on previous 
occasions cannot, of course, now be ex- 
pected ; and I greatly fear, if the aid is 
to be by loan, and punctual repayment 
is looked for, that those who are most in 
want of the assistance will be unable to 
avail themselves of it, while those who 





are better off, but only a shade less poor, 
will find their existing embarrassments | 
increase in the future. There is one | 
particular direction in which I would 
venture to suggest that this assistance | 
might be given—namely, towards the 
provision of cattle when the famine has | 
ceased. As your Lordships are aware, | 
thousands of cattle have perished, and | 
these useful animals, as ycur Lordships | 
also know, are used for the ploughing and | 
tilling of the land, and provide the means | 
of transport beyond the railways. It | 
would indeed be difficult, I think, to call | 


strain and anxiety. 


think that I have made out a case for 
gift and not for loan. Further than that, 
1 see that my opinion is endorsed in a 
telegram from Sir Francis Maclean, Chief 
Justice of Calcutta, and Chairman of the 
Famine Relief Committee, who, in 
acknowledging in last Saturday’s Z'imes a 
remittance from the Lord Mayor of 
London, calls attention to the fact that 
this is the moment when money is most 
urgently required in order. to assist the 
peasantry with seed and cattle for 
ploughing in view of the coming mon- 
soons. Before I formally put the ques- 
tion, may I be allowed to express my 
extreme consciousness of the unvarying 
encouragementand the consistent courtesy 
with which I have been treated by the 
noble Earl opposite and by his chief, and 
until lately my chief, the Secretary of 
State for India, under circumstances which 
I think most people admit to have been 
difficult? The Secretary of State has 
been uniformly kind and considerate, and 
it has been a great pleasure to serve 
under him. Taking advantage of the 
latitude of your Lordships’ House, I 
venture also to express my apprecia- 
tion of the services of the innu- 
merable officers by whom the Govern- 
ment and the people of India are 
being served in this time of exceptional 
I find it difficult, 
having been mixed up with them in 
circumstances which fall more heavily 


| on the district officers than they do upon 


anyone else, to find adequate terms in 
which to express my admiration of their 
self-denial, their devotion to duty, and 
the zeal and courage with which they 
have discharged that duty. I have seen 
it frequently stated that sympathy does 
not exist between the district officers and 
those over whom it is their duty to rule ; 


your Lordship’s attention too urgently to | but, after a most critical observation, I 


Lord Sandhurst. 
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am able to assure your Lordships that that 
statement is entirely without foundation. 
Whilst we naturally look for patience 
from civilians brought up in the country 
and trained to deal with civil populations, 
young soldiers are hardly the men you 
expect would patiently carry out either 
famine or plague administration ; but I 
can assure your Lordships that these 
young soldiers, of whom I had a large 
number under me, have exceeded my 
utmost expectations. Whether you put 
them down in the crowded city of Bombay, 
with a great variety of communities to 
look after, and possibly on that account 
one of the most difficult cities in the 
world, or whether’ you place them 
in the more rural districts, you find 
they gain the confidence of the people, 
and by their tactfulness and _ re- 
source are able to get them to 
do what they want. I cannot help think- 
ing that the way in which relief has been 
given will be the means of bringing 
Europeans and natives closer together 
than they have been for many a year, 
and I am sure your Lordships will all 
have observed with admiration the ex- 
treme patience—I think I may call it the 
heroic fortitude—of the various peoples 
in India in the face of calamities which I 
think it is not too much to say are with- 
out parallel. I beg to ask the question 
standing in my name. 


*THE Eart or ONSLOW: I must, in 
the first place, acknowledge the manner 
in which the noble Lord has expressed 
his gratitude to the Secretary of State 


{14 May 1900} 








for the sympathy he accorded to him in 
the very troublous times which fell upon | 
the Presidency of Bombay during the | 
noble Lord’s administration. I think it | 
would have been impossible for anyone | 
occupying the position of Secretary of 
State in this country not to have 
sympathised with the noble Lord 
in the extremely difficult task which 
fell to his lot while he was 
Governor of Bombay, or with the 
noble Earl who sits beside him (the Earl 
of Elgin), who was Viceroy of India at 
the time of the approach of the famine, 
which the noble Lord justly said is with- 
out precedent in the history of this 
generation. The Government of India 
has undertaken the duty of giving work, 
and a wage, to every man who applies for 
it without any inquiry, provided he states 
that he is in a destitute condition, and 
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of giving gratuitous relief to distressed 
people who for any reason are unable to 
work. Beyond that, in the circum- 
stances, I do not think any Govern- 
ment is entitled to go. But there are 
certain things which charitable funds 
may step in and do in excess of the 
main duty of the Government, which 
is to save life from starvation. These 
things have been very clearly set out 
by Lord Elgin, and they are four in 
number. First of all, there are sums of 
money provided from charitable sources 
which might be applied to giving some 
additional comforts to weaker members of 
the community, such as medicines ; 
secondly, to giving relief to those who, 
from reasons of caste or prejudice, might 
be unwilling to present themselves at the 
relief works ; thirdly, in taking charge of 
orphans, who have been deprived of their 
parents by death from famine ; and lastly, 
and most important of all, of setting on 
their legs again those who have been sup- 
ported on relief works, in order that.on 
the conclusion of the famine they might 
resume their normal occupations, agricul- 
tural and other. It was to that that the 
noble Lord more particularly directed his 
remarks, and he asked whether this 
advance was to be in the form of a 
loan or a gift. My answer to that 
is, it is both or either. That is 
to say the Government of India intend 
to provide a very large sum of money to 
supplement what may be available from 
charitable funds. The funds will be 
applied for supplying the necessary seeds, 
stock, ete., to the ryots in the famine 
districts for carrying on their operations. 
The scheme under which these advances 
—I think advances, after all, is the right 
word to use—are to be made is not yet 
completely settled. The Viceroy is 
in communication with the local Govern- 
ments and will advise the Secretary of 
State as to the final shape which the 
policy should take. But this I can say— 
there will be no interest charged upon 
these advances ; and, under any circum- 
stances, they will not be repayable for at 
least a year, and repayment will probably 
be spread over a considerable time. The 
utmost latitude will be reserved to the 
Indian Government to remit, altogether 
or in part, repayment of the advances 
made to the ryots; and they will take 
into consideration the circumstances of 
each case. It is hoped that such 
measures will avoid, on the _ one 
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hand, any tendency to pauperisation 
by too lavish a grant of free 


gifts, and, on the other hand, the inflic- 
tion of any hardship in reference to 
repayment. The Government of India 
trust that they will be able by these 
means to set on their legs again the great 
majority of those who are now suffering 
from a famine such as has never been 
known before in India, and’ who, no 
doubt, without such assistance would find 
it difficult to resume their normal occupa- 
tions. It is also hoped that, within a 
reasonable time after the famine has come 
to an end, the land revenue of the 
Government will be restored. 


THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): I should like to be allowed to 
thank the noble Lord who has spoken 
from the other side for the testimony 
which he has borne to the action both of 
the civil and military officers under circum- 
stances of very great trial and difficulty. 
Iam quite sure that his testimony will 
give the greatest satisfaction both in this 


{COMMONS} 





country and in India. ; 


House adjourned at a quarter past | 
Five of the clock, till To- | 
morrow, half-past Ten of | 
the clock. | 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 14th May, 1900. | 





| 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





| 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- | 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO | 
COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | 

port from one of the Examiners of Peti- | 

tions for Private Bills, That, in the case | 
of the following Bill, referred on the First | 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 

which are applicable thereto have been | 

complied with, viz. :— 
Gas Provisional Order (No, 3) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow, 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 


The Earl of Onslow. 


| 
| 
; 





Business, 20 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petitions for the followin 
Bills, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 
Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, 
Cumberland County Council (Bridges) 


Ordered, That the Reports be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


BEDFORD GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. [New 
Title. ] 


IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE PATENT 


BILL [Lords]. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES COR. 
PORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
GAS BILL [Lords]. 


VALE OF RHEIDOL 
RAILWAY BILL. 


WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


LIGHT 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL. 


As amended, considered ;. two Clauses 
added ; Amendments made; Bill to he 
read the third time. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND 
LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
HEMEL HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 
(WATER) BILL [Lords]. 


IPSWICH CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords] 


Read a second time, and committed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed, 
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a Returns, {14 May 1900} Reports, &c. 
ELECrRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL } 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. PETITIONS. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | Peeks 
ORDERS (No. 5) BIEL. LUNACY BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ([RELAND) PRO-| Petitions for alteration, from Dews- 


VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. ‘b 
' bury; Hemel Hempstead; and Isle of 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | buys <a Vas ween thy 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. | ; P ‘ 
Read the third time, and passed. PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Perth; and 
Brechin ; to lie upon the Table. 


bo 
tw 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
L. 


> 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 


RAILWAY BILL. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING L ORS QO» 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN | SURAT Wee IQUORS ON 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. | 
Reported, with Amendments. Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Petition from Gorleston, in favour ; to 
| He upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING ee TO 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. | CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL 
: That they have agreed to the Grantham | Petitions in favour, from Mirkiotiis 
Gas Bill, with Amendments. | North Essex; Barry; York; Tiptree ; 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, | Headingley ; Manchester ; North London ; 
“An Act to empower the London County Barnard Castle ; Newport ; Penarth ; Car- 
Council to make a tunnel or subway diff (two) ; Exeter ; Stockton-on-Tees ; 
under the River Thames between Rother- Sheffield (four); Yeovil ; Thornaby-on- 
hithe and Ratclitf and approaches thereto ; Teas ‘$ Lampeter Pontstephen ; and Clap- 
and for other purposes connected there- him Koad; to lie upon the Table. 

ee oe ae a “gapsen 
re, eae: and Ratoliff Tunnel | . 412 oF INT )XICATING LIQUORS TO 

ill (Lords). CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL AND SALE 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to con- | CHILDREN (SCOTLAN Roe ge TO 
fer further powers upon the Milford Docks, ; Ree poled nengpn 
Company ; and for other purposes.” Mil- I'wo Petitions from Durham, in favour ; 
ford Docks Bill [Lords]. to lie upon the Table. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
remove doubts as to the investment of | CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
moneys belonging to the life fund of the | Petitions in favour, from Gartshorne ; 
Commercial Union Assurance Company, | Kinross; Dunfermline; St. Monans; 
Limited, in the name of the company ; | Penpont; Thurso; and Innerleithen ; to 
and for other purposes.” Commercial | lie upon the Table. 

Union Assurance Company Bill [Lords]. | 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act 
to confer upon the Neath Harbour Com-| Petition ‘ian Hemel Hempstead, for 
missioners further powers for the im- | legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 
provement of the Harbour; to reduce | 
and regulate the indebtedness and borrow- | SUNDAY ranean CRON MOUTURHERE) 
ing powers of the Commissioners ; and | 
for other purposes.” Neath Harbour | Petitions in pet from North 
Bill [Lords]. |London; Gorleston; Bristol; Exeter ; 


| Barnard Castle ; and Cotham ; to lie upon 
ROTHERHITHE AND RATCLIFF the Table. 
TUNNEL BILL [Lords]. 


| cesses 
MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. sa tg ear: 
COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COMPANY BILL [Lords]. aaa 
NEATH HARBOUR BILL [Lords], INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
Read the first time; and referred to | (IRELAND). 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private; Copy presented, of Report of the 
Bills. | | Intermediate Edueation Board for Ireland 


| SOLDIERS ao ke ON ACTIVE 











23 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 24 
for the year 1899 [by Command]; to lie} No. 166, of Session 1894).”. + Mr. 
upon the Table. Channing.) 


| 
NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ = | 
(IRELAND) PENSION FUND. ai J 
. QUESTIONS. 
Annual Accounts presented, of Receipts | 
and Payments for the period to 31st | — 
December, 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon | 


, SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —STRATEGY 
seine | AND TACTICS —LESSONS OF THE 
IMPERIAL DEFENCE ACT, 1838. | -- WAR. 


Account presented, of all Moneys issued | Stk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
from the Consolidated Fund, of Sums | Central): I beg to ask the Under Seere- 
borrowed, and of Transactions in relation | tary of State for War what steps Lord 
to Sums so borrowed, up to 31st March, | Lansdowne proposes to take to ensure 
1900, in pursuance of the Act [by Act]; | that the lessons of the war, as much in 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | peace preparation as in strategy and 
[No. 174.] | tactics, shall not be lost at the War Office 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL | ~ either the administration or training ot 

2EPORTS). er Majesty 8 Army. 

Copy presented, of General Report by | *py~.UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
the Chief Inspector of the Southern | .5) WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : Ld 
Division of Scotland for the year 1899/7. 4.0 ah | see ae, se 


: : not know that the war in Soutl “ie: 
[by Command]; to lie upo» the Table. mi yee Ree trap et ac 


| has revealed any new principle of strategy; 
COLONIES (COLONIAL ACTS, ROYAL | but it has certainly suggested many points 
ASSENT). | of interest in respect of tactical move- 

Address for “Return of the names of | ments, and the matter is not being lost 

Bills, since the date covered by the House | sight of by the military authorities. 
S| n, No. 196, of 18% assed | Eye Teed ge era iene eee 

of Lords Return, No, 196, of 1894, passed | ss, HOWARD VINCENT : Does the 
by both Houses of the Legislature in | 
Colonies possessing responsible govern- | 
ment, to which Her Majesty has not 2 
: san or in what way does he propose to deal 
given Her Assent, and of Bills so passed _.,) . : 

: : =rghig a. | itn at ¢ 
with a Suspending Clause, under which | 
the Act does not come into operation| *Mr. WYNDHAM: To deal with the 
until proclaimed, in respect of which no | new and important considerations which 
such Proclamation has been made.”—(Sir | have arisen out of the tactical movements 


Charles Dilke.) |is a matter for the Commander-in-Chief. 


RAILWAYS (ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY | The moment has not yet come, in the 
SERVANTS OTHER THAN TRAIN | Opinion of the Commander-in-Chief, for 
ACCIDENTS). making any fundamental change in 

Return ordered, “showing, for each | tactical instruction. I doubt whether a 
year from 1894 to 1899 inclusive, (1) the | Committee is needed. The War Office 
number of Railway Servants killed by | will have reports of the war from time to 
accidents in which the movement of | time, and on those it will act. 

vehicles used exclusively on Railways | Sich ‘ : 

was concerned; and (2) the number Tf | _Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 

instances in which such fatal accidents | Will the question of revising and_re- 

to Railway Servants have been investi- | Wing despatches also be taken into 
gated by Inspectors of the Board of | Consideration ? 


Trade, in 54 following pee - *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Number of | Number of such fatal ALLEGED BOER TREACHERY. 
Year.) fallvay sguient amaieyel ty| | Cavrary DONELAN (Cork, B.): Hos 
| Killed. of Trade. any Official information reached the War 
| Office with reference to the shooting of 
native women and children by the Boers, 
| or the shooting at British cavalry under 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper | cover of the white flag ? 


hon. Gentleman propose to appoint a 
Committee to receive evidence upon it; 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: A report from 
Colonel Baden-Powell on the shooting of 
native women and childrep, dated 
19th April, was published in the news- 

ers on the 4th instant. A telegram 
from Lord Roberts, dated yesterday, on 
the capture of British cavalry through the 
treacherous use of the white flag, is being 
published this afternoon. 


Captain DONELAN : In view of the 
ignorance of the War Office, may we take 
it for granted that the report of the 
shooting of native women and children 
is not true ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


MAFEKING—MEASURES FOR RELIEF. 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War if, 
without divulging the plans of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, he can make any state- 
ment which will mitigate the anxiety of 
many whose friends have been so long 
beleaguered and have suffered so many 
privations and hardships in Mafeking. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We hope, most 
earnestly, that Mafeking will shortly be 
relieved. But for the present we think it 
better to give no information as to Lord 
Roberts’s plans. 


RENEWAL OF CLOTHING FOR THE 
TROOPS. 

Sin CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the troops 
serving in South Africa have to replace 
clothes worn out in campaigning at their 
own expense, or whether it is replaced at 
the expense of the Government. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Clothing worn out 
in campaigning is replaced at Government 
expense. 


POSTAGE RATES ON LETTERS FROM 
TROOPS AT THE FRONT. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that letters sent by 
soldiers serving with the Imperial troops 
in the Orange Free State and stamped 
with 1d. for the 4 oz. have been sur- 
charged 3d. on delivery in England, and 
whether he can arrange at once that all 
letters either forwarded to or sent by our 
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soldiers in the Orange Free State or the 
Transvaal can be forwarded for ld. the 
4 oz., in conformity with the postal regu- 
lations of our own South African 
Colonies. 


‘Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): The only soldiers’ letters from the 
Orange Free State which have been 
charged in the manner described reached 
this country in the colonial mail from 
Cape Town, and bore no indication what- 
ever of their having been sent by soldiers. 
They were properly treated as what they 
appeared to be—ordinary letters from the 
Orange Free State ; but in cases in which 
they were subsequently shown to be from 
soldiers the charges have been refunded. 
All letters from the troops in South Africa 
prepaid at the rate of 1d. per 4 oz. and 
received in the mails from the Army 
Post Office are delivered in this country 
without surcharge; and similarly, all 
letters for the troops prepaid at that rate 
are sent forward for delivery free of 
charge. 


Mr. JEFFREYS : Is the converse true? 
Will letters sent to the Orange Free 
State vid the Transvaal be delivered to 
the troops for 1d. ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Certainly, if they 
are sent prepaid. 


MILITIA—OFFICERS VOLUNTEERING 
BEFORE EMBODIMENT. 

Sir GEORGE FARDELL (Padding- 
ton, 8.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if officers of the 
Militia who volunteered for duty with 
the regular troops prior to the embodi- 
ment of the Militia battalions to which 
such officers belonged, and who continue 
to do duty with the Regular troops after 
their own Militia battalions were em- 
bodied, are to be considered as attached 
to and doing duty with their respective 
Militia battalions, and consequently as 
embodied. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: All Militia units 
are now embodied ; all Militia officers are 
therefore with their units, except those 
seconded for special service. 


VOLUNTEER SERGEANT-MAJORS AND 
INSTRUCTORS. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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War if, having regard to the increased | in 1889 to be necessary for the defence of 
responsibilities of sergeant - majors of | London, and for the purpose of magazines, 
Volunteer corps, the Secretary of State | are fully supplied with the material of 
will accord to them the warrant rank held war, and what was the original number 
by their colleagues in the Line and the | of these positions originally prepared by 
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Militia; and if, bearing in mind the | 
the | 


will consider the| . : ‘ ; 
| sidered expedient to give the information 


increased strength of regiments, 
Secretary of State 
advisability of increasing the sergeant- 
instructors in the proportion of at least 
one sergeant-instructor to every 300 men, 
and also of appointing a paid quarter- 
master in corps of 1,900 strong. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The duties per-| 


formed by sergeant-majors of Volunteers 
are not held to justify the grant of war- 
rant rank. The suggestions made in the 
second paragraph of the question will 
receive consideration. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I shall 


call attention to this question on the first 
opportunity. 


ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE, SAND- 
HURST—SIR E. MARKHAM. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD 
Epping): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for War whether he | 
can state if the appointment of Sir Edwin | 


Markham as Governor of the Royal Mili- 


tary College, Sandhurst, who is the first | 


artillery officer ever appointed as head of 
a school of cavalry and infantry, and 
whose tenure of office as Director General 
of Ordnance had not expired by eighteen 
months when he received his present 
appointment, has now been extended for 


a term of three years ; and whether there | 


are any regulations as to the Assistant 


Commandant having passed the Staff) 


College. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Under Article 104 
of the Pay Warrant, appointments of a 


semi-military or technical nature may be | 
held by an officer after he is placed on | 


the retired list for the remainder of the 
term of his appointment. 
Markham will accordingly be retained as 
Governor until the end of 1903. In 
reply to the second paragraph, there are 
no regulations to that effect. 


THE DEFENCES OF LONDON. 
Majsor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
toask the Under Secretary of State for 
War how many of the fortified positions 
stated by the Secretary of State for War 


(Essex, | 


Sir Edwin | 





Mr. Stanhope. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not con. 


for which the hon. and gallant Member 
sks. 


| RIFLE RANGES IN WARWICKSHIRE, 


CotonEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- 
Avon): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


| of State for War whether his attention 
has been directed to the gift of the 


Warwickshire County Council—namely, 


| £600—towards the improvement of the 


| shooting range for the Militia, Yeomanry, 

and Volunteers in Warwick Old Park, 
‘and whether, if other county councils 
| took a similar course, it would be possible 
to re-open many ranges that have been 
| recently closed ; and whether his attention 
has also been called to the statement of 
the chairman of the county council 
(Mr. J. Stratford Dugdale, Q.C.), in 
recommending this grant, that it is 
desirable that further statutory powers 
should be conferred upon county councils 
with reference to the equipment and 
maintenance of rifle ranges in counties. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The attention of 
| the Secretary of State has been drawn to 
the generous offer of the Warwickshire 
County Council. Co-operation of a 
similar kind by county councils and 
other local bodies would be of the highest 
value for the acquisition and improvement 
of ranges. The question of conferring 
further statutory powers oncounty councils 
‘in the direction mentioned is under the 
consideration of the Government, and I 
hope soon to be able to make an 
announcement on the subject. 


INDIAN FAMINE—STATISTICS. 


| Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG: 
'GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
{ask the Secretary of State for India 
| what is the aggregate number, according 
to the last official return, of men as well 
/as of the cattle lost through the effects of 


_ the present famine in India. 
| 


| THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : I have received no official return 
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ofthe number of human lives or of cattle | that the financial resources at their dis- 
lost through the effects of the present | posal were insufficient to enable them to 
famine in India ; nor would it be desir- | adequately discharge the obligations they 
able, under existing circumstances, to call | have undertaken for the relief of distress 
upon the Government of India for such | caused by famine they could rely upon 
statistics. When the famine is over it | help from the Imperial Government. 

may probably be possible to form an esti- | 
mate of the various forms of loss, but it | 


: | IMPORTS OF SUGAR INTO INDIA. 
cannot be more than an estimate. | 


Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 


INDIAN FAMINE—ADVANCES TO | Secretary of State for India if he can 

if RYOTS. |now give the complete Returns of 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG.| the importation of sugar into India 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of. for the financial year 1899-1900 as 
State for India whether any reply has Pe gaat .with the figures for the 
been received to the communication ~Y° Year's immediately preceding, speci- 
addressed by him to the Government of fying the quantities of beet and cane 
India with the view of supplementing the | 8482 respectively, and the shipments 
amounts subscribed to the Mansion House | from colonial and from foreign ports. 
and other voluntary famine funds by a Lorp G. HAMILTON: No, Sir; the 
national grant, so as to place at the dis- | Indian Trade Returns for March, 1900, 
posal of that Government an adequate | haye not yet reached me. I expect to 
sum for the purpose of making advances | receive them about the end of the present 
to the ryots and for supplying them with | month. 
cattle, seeds, implements, and _ other | 
necessaries for carrying on agricultural | 


operations with the next rainfall. ASHANTI—DISTURBANCES AT 


COOMASSIE. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Govern-| Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
ment of India intend to provide a large field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the Secre- 
sum, by way of supplement to what will tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
be available from the various charitable can give the House any information as to 
funds, for supplying the ryots in the the arrival of British reinforcements at 
famine districts with cattle, seeds, and Coomassie, and any further intelligence 
other necessaries for carrying on agricul- | regarding the rising in Ashanti. 


tural operations. The details of the | 
scheme are not yet completely settled, | Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


but the assistance to be given to the cul- | THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
tivators will probably take the form of | Birmingham, W.): I have received no 
advances without interest, repayable by | further news from Coomassie of later 
instalments not to begin for a year from | date than that which was published last 
the present time, and with power to the | Monday (the 7th instant) ; but there is no 
local Governments to make large remis- | Teason to think that the garrison is in 
sions, thus converting the advances, or a | 22Y danger of being overpowered, and I 
portion of them, into gifts, as circum- | hope that the outbreak will be suppressed 
stances may require. | as soon as the further reinforcements now 
| on the way arrive. 


INDIAN FAMINE—PROPOSED - : 
i LIAMENTARY GRANT. sea | ASHANTI—ARMS _IN_ POSSESSION OF 


THE NATIVES. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to . Ne 
ask the Secretary of State for India | _ Mr. page bese Joho ee 
whether he has now informed the Viceroy I beg to 7 . . Paro ste 3 it h 3 ee = 
that Her Majesty’s Government is willing eee See ee ee 


: he natives of 
to suppl t the gr called to the report that t 
relict he ths aged sense oy te gaa Ashanti whohaverisenagainst us have been 


found to be armed with modern weapons 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: The statement | of precision ; and whether, if this report 
Ihave made to the Viceroy is the same | be well founded, he will cause inquiries to 
that I have made to the House—namely, | be made into the sources from which 
that if the Government of India found | these weapons have been supplied. 
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: WEST AUSTRALIAN MINERS’ 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The | Satara CA. S$ 


Governor reported on the 30th of April 
that in the fighting near Coomassie 
several Ashantis had arms of precision. I 
have no reason to believe that any large 
number of Ashantis are armed with 
“modern weapons of precision” or even 
“arms of precision,” which term is 
generally used in West Africa to include 
all arms except flint-lock unrifled 
muskets. 


TARQUAH-COOMASSIE RAILWAY. 

Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Rotherham) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
arrangements entered into with the 


Ashanti Goldfields and Ashanti Consols, | 
in eonnection with the extension of the | 


Tarquah Railway, preclude the construc- 
¢ion of any other line from the coast to 
Coomassie. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No; but it | 


is not probable that any line would be 
sanctioned which would compete with 
the traffic of the Tarquah-Coomassie 
Railway. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): Will the agreement be laid on the 
Table and circulated ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no_ 


objection to that at all. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Will any public | 


money be spent for guarantee purposes 4 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member had better wait till the Papers 
are laid. 


SOUTH AFRICA-AUSTRALIA CABLE. 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the difficulties that 
arose in connection with the proposal of 
the Eastern Extension Company to lay a 
cable from South Africa to Australia have | 
now been adjusted ; and whether the 
opposition of the Imperial and Colonial 
Governments concerned in the construc- 
tion of the Pacific cable has been with- 
drawn ; and, if so, what is the nature of 
the compromise that has been arrived at. | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no | 
information that any final arrangement | 
has yet been reached. | 





Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
| ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
' whether his attention has been directed 
| to the manifesto of the mining immigrants 
'of West Australia invoking the aid of 

their fellow citizens of the British Empire 
| against the treatment to which they are 
| subjected by the old agricultural popula- 
‘tion of the country—namely, taxation 
| without representation, the enforcement 
| of railway traffic by special lines at rates 
| specially imposed, in differential tariffs to 
| Perth and Fremantle ; and what steps, if 
/any, the Government propose to take in 
_ the matter. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My atten. 
‘tion has been called to the manifesto to 
'which the hon. Member refers, and I 
have also received the comments on it of 
the Prime Minister for Western Australia, 
These comments will, I understand, be 
made public shortly, and when they are 
available it will be seen that almost all 
the statements are directly challenged. 
In these circumstances, and as there is 
/now a prospect that Western Australia 
/may decide to become a part of the Com- 
monwealth, the time has not arrived 
‘for coming to a final decision on this 
| matter. 


NIGERIA—RECENT FIGHTING. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
when Papers will be circulated giving 
‘official account of the recent fighting in 
Nigeria; and whether such Papers will 
contain an estimate of the natives killed 
and wounded and villages burned, and a 
statement of the objects of the various 
military expeditions, and the causes to 
| which the resistance of the natives is 
attributed. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have not 
received _the official report of the recent 
fighting in Northern Nigeria, but I have 
no doubt that it will contain information 


/on the points referred to, and I do not 


anticipate that there will be any objection 
to giving such information to the House. 


NEW SOUTH WALES DEATH 
DUTIES. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 


On behalf of the hon. Member for Suffolk, 
Lowestoft Division, I beg to ask the 
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Secretary of State for the Colonies | amount of the fund at 31st March, 1900, 
whether, seeing that the Companies Death | taking into account both the nominal 
Duties Act of 1899 (New South Wales) | value of the investment and the credit 


Questions. 34 





affects the interests of British companies 
carrying on the business of mining, 
pastoral, or agricultural products or 
timber getting, in the colony of New 
South Wales, and particularly as on the 


death of any shareholder wherever resi- | 


dent or domiciled an ad valorem duty 
varying from 2 per cent. to 10 per cent. 
is leviable by the New South Wales 
Government, not upon the estate of the 


deceased shareholder but upon the pro- | 
rty of the company, he proposes, on | 


the part of Her Majesty’s Government, 
to make any representations to the New 
South Wales Government with a view to 
the repeal of the Act. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am in- 
formed that representations on the subject 
of this legislation are being made by 
those interested through the Agent 
General for New South Wales, andI have | 
no doubt they will be carefully considered 


balance, was £341,527. Payments 
amounting to £3,179 were made out of 
| this fund in 1899 on account of life 
| Insurance for the benefit of the officials in 
|the Crown Agents’ office—about thirty 
in number —including the Crown Agents. 
Of this amount £740 was paid by the 
individuals themselves. The accounts of 
of the Crown Agents always have been, 
and still are, audited by the Comptroller 
and Auditor General. What was dis- 
continued in 1870 was the audit in this 
country of the separate accounts as 
between the Crown Agents and certain 
| colonies. 


| UGANDA RAILWAY EXPENDITURE 
| ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer can he 
explain why the Treasury, under the 
exercise of its statutory powers, has re- 
quired the accounts or the Uganda Rail- 





by the Colonial Government. 
way expenditure to be rendered in a 


, form which aggregates the expendi- 
PAYMENTS TO CROWN AGENTS. ture in large amounts under nine general 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to heads without details ; whether the head 
ask the Secretary of State for the of administration, total to 31st March, 
Colonies is he aware that the reserve 1899, £163,448, embraces any item for 
fund accumulated by the Crown Agents commission paid to Crown Agents for the 
for the Colonies amounted on 31st March, | Colonies on stores ordered by them ; and 
1899 to £33,307 2s. 5d.; can he state | if so, what is the amount of that item ; 
what the amount of this reserve fund will he explain what is meant by the head 
was on 31st March, 1900; are payments of “Unallocated Expenditure, total to 
amounting to some £3,000 a year made | 3lst March, 1899, £290,708,” and in what 
out of this fund in respect of life insur- sense is it unallocated ; and can he give 
ance policies for the advantage of the | a general notion of how this unallocated 
officials employed in the Crown Agents’ | expenditure is composed; and will he 
offices ; and if so, is any such payment | take steps to secure that in future the 
made in respect of the Crown Agents Treasury will require the accounts to be 
themselves ; and seeing that in 1870 Her rendered in a form which will afford more 
Majesty’s Government decided that the complete information to this House. 


accounts of the Crown Agents should salad 

cease to be audited by the Comptroller “!HE CHANCELLOR or = EX- 
and Auditor General excepting in the case CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BeEacu, 
of colonies receiving grants in aid of their | Bristol, W.): I think that the form of 
local revenues, can he state whether these | #¢count is in conformity with the require- 


accounts are still excluded from audit by | ™ents of the Act, and gives the necessary 
the Comptroller and Auditor General, | information to Parliament. It must be 
remembered that the Comptroller and 
A 


and if not, what change in that respect | : ; 
hes been mace since 1 ar0, P | Auditor General has before him detailed 


items and.vouchers for every penny of 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The figures | expenditure under the several heads— 
quoted by the hon. Member give not the | and also that the annual account has been 
amount of the reserve fund on 31st | supplemented by further information to 
March, 1899, but the uninvested cash | Parliament, notably in Sir Guilford Moles- 
balance then standing to its credit. 
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of 1899. Isee no reason for altering the | ment Act, 1888, and which are paid 


form. Iam not responsible for the figures | annually to the guardians under that 
which are given in the account ; but, to section, will be found in the Appendix to 
save trouble, I may say, with regard tothe the Nineteenth Annual Report of the 
second and third paragraphs of the hon. | Board. To obtain the exact information 
Member’s question, that I am informed | suggested in the question would involve 
that out of the total of £163,000 under | considerable labour, and I am not aware 
the head of “ Administration,” £5 7s. 4d. of any sufficient reason for this labour 
represents commission here, and that being undertaken. 

“Unallocated Expenditure” is practically 
a sub-head for stores purchased pending 
their being charged to the appropriate; gi WENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
heads. hampton, E.): I beg to ask the President 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In the last | of the Local Government Board what is 


line of my question I refer to the infor- | the rate per cent. to provide a sinking 
: is |fund for the repayment of loans at the 


mation given in the Votes, which i a ; 
restricted to nine heads. expiration of fifty, sixty, seventy, and 
/one hundred years, taking the rate of 

*Sir M. HICKS ware If a hon. | interest at 23 per cent. 

Member will take the trouble to refer to | 

the Report I have quoted he will, I think, Mr. CHAPLIN: If a lean was raised 
obtain all the information he desires. ,at 3 per cent. interest, repayable by 
| means of a sinking fund accumulating at 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But I want 2% per cent., the annual charge in respect 
it in the accounts. of the interest and sinking fund for each 
£100 of the loan would be £4 0s. 6}d. 
’ eae : op if the loan was repayable in 50 years; 
git LAW ABIES LETC wi /£3 14s. 84d. in 60 years; £3 103, 94d. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber. 7 years; and £3 4s. 7}d. in 100 


crombie) : I beg to ask the President of | 
the Local Government Board whether he | 
has any objection to obtaining a Return| CORONERS’ — INQUESTS—JURYMAN’S 
from the unions in England and Wales) QOATH--PONTYPRIDD COMPLAINT. 

(other than the metropolitan unions) of; Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
the amount expended by them in respect | shire, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
of the salaries, remunerations, and super- | State for the Home Department whether 
annuation allowances of the officers of their | his attention has been drawn to the 
unions (other than teachers in poor law | proceedings of an inquest held at the 
schools) and of the district schools to! Llanbradach Arms, Pontypridd, on the 


LOCAL LOANS—SINKING FUND. 





which such unions contribute, and on 
drugs and medical appliances during the 
financial year ended on 25th March, 1899, 
and of the grant made to such unions by 
county councils (other than the London 


County Council) during the same period, | 


in respect of such expenditure, in pur- 
suance of Sec. 26 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuapiin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): Particulars as to 
the expenditure incurred by each board 
of guardians in respect of the salaries, re- | 
muneration, rations, and superannuation | 
allowance of their officers are given in 
the Local Taxation Returns published | 
annually, and a statement of the amounts | 
certified by the Local Government Board 
under Section 26 of the Local Govern- 





28th March last, in which the coroner 
refused to allow Mr. John Jones, who 
was summoned on the jury and who had 
conscientious objections against taking 
the oath, to affirm as by law provided; 
and whether he will state on what 
| ground Mr. Jones was refused to affirm. 


| *Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 

THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
| WHITE RipLey, Lancashire, Blackpool): 
| The refusal was due to an error on the 
| part of the coroner, who was at the time 
| under the impression that the Oaths Act, 
1888, applied only to witnesses. 


ST. NICHOLAS INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, 


MANOR PARK—FATALITY TO A. H. 
WATERS. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
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Department whether his attention has | ment whether he is aware that Compton 
been called to the death of a boy named | (Surrey) Parish Council, acting asa burial 
Alfred Henry Waters, a pupil in the St. board, has, in advertising for a caretaker 
Nicholas Industrial School, Manor Park, | for the cemetery and a disused church- 
who died from injuries received from a yard, stated that the person appointed 
fall from a window, while attempting to | must be a member of the Church of Eng- 
lower himself therefrom in order to | land, and that preference will be given to 
escape from the school ; whether he can | a man who would be willing to undertake 
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state the number of cases of absconding 
and of the infliction of corporal punish- 
ment in the last twelve months in this 
school ; and if he has held or will cause 
to be held an inquiry into its discipline 
and management. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 
received a full report as to the circum- 
stances of the death of the boy Waters 
and as to the present discipline and 
management of St. Nicholas Industrial 
School. The accident happened on the 
29th of last month. The boy had been 
admitted only on the 14th of that month, 
was never punished or even reproved by 
the officers, seems never to have com- 


plained of anything or anybody, was a} 


general favourite, and was regarded as a 
very promising lad. I am satisfied that 
no blame whatever can attach to the 
officers of the school on account of this 
unhappy occurrence ; and I do not pro- 
pose to cause any further inquiry to be 
made. I may say that I directed a 
formal inquiry to be held in May of last 
year into the state of the school, with the 
result that an entire change of manage- 
ment was ordered and took place in 
October. The school is being carefully 
watched, and the effect of the new 
superintendent’s management, which my 
inspectors report, I am glad to say, as 
very satisfactory and hopeful, is to be 
seen even in the figures of cases of ab- 
sconding and corporal punishment, which 
were between January and December, 
1899, one hundred and six and _ thirty- 
seven respectively. Of these fifty-five 
and twenty-three respectively took place 
before the change of management, and 
fifty-one and fourteen in the last three 
months of the year when the broken 
discipline was being restored, In the 
first four months of this year there have 
been twenty-one punishments and three 
abscondings. 


COMPTON (SURREY) BURIAL BOARD. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask the 





Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


the duties of parish clerk ; and whether 
a parish council, acting under the Burial 
Acts, has the legal right to limit such an 
appointment to members of the Church 
of England. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The hon. 
Member has been good enough to send 
me the advertisement in question. I am 
not aware that the parish council, in im- 
posing the condition which it contains, 
| are contravening the law. Their reason, 
'as I am informed, for contemplating that 

the same person should hold the posts of 
‘caretaker and parish clerk is that the 
| salary of the former post is not:sufficient 
| to secure the services of a suitable man. 





DISPOSAL OF DISEASED CARCASES. 


Masor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture if 
he is aware that quarters of beef, sheep, 
etc., condemned at Deptford, are washed 
ashore on the Essex coast, in consequence 
of their being jettisoned by the con- 
tractors off Foulness instead of in Barron 
deeps, thereby spreading the infection of 
pleuro and foot-and-mouth disease ; and 
if he will induce the contractors to do 
their duty by taking the carcases further 
out to sea, in accordance with the terms 
of their agreement. 


*THe PRESIDENT or THz BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby): I think the .complaints 
upon which the question of my hon. and 
gallant friend is based have reference to 
the fact that some of the offal which was 
ordered to be taken out to sea, in conse- 
quence of the discovery of foot-and-mouth 
disease in animals brought from the 
Argentine, has been washed ashore. The 
matter is receiving the attention of the 
coastguard, and inasmuch; as the impor- 
tation of live animals from the Argentine 
is now prohibited, there is not likely to 
be any further cause of complaint. I 
am advised that there is no probability of 
the introduction of disease in the manner 
sugg: sted. 

B 2 
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PORTLAND PLACE (LONDON, W.) 
POST OFFICE. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 


whether complaints have been received by | 
the Postmaster General as to the insuffi- | 


ciency of the post office adjoining the 
Langham Hotel for the requirements of 
the neighbourhood ; whether the Post 
Office has been for some years looking for 
more spacious premises for a branch office 
in that district ; and, if so, for how many 
years; and whether the Post Office has 
inspected or been in treaty for any 
premises, and whether he is aware that 
there is a suitable house either vacant or 
shortly about to become vacant in 
Regent Street, on the north side of 
Oxford Cireus. 


Mr. HANBURY: The accommodation 
afforded in the branch post office at the 
Langham Hotel is insufficient for the re- 
quirements, and for some time past the 
owners have been trying to obtain powers 
to enlarge the office, but they have now 
finally failed. Several houses in the 


neighbourhood have been offered from | 
time to time, and some have been in-| 


spected, but while the enlargement of the 
Langham Hotel office was pending the 
Department has not been looking for 
other premises. Now, however, a house 
to the north of Oxford Circus is under 
consideration. 


NATIONAL PHYS LABORATORY 
A 


ICAL 
T KEW. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- | 


ley): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury what proportion of the sum of 
£7,000 to be voted for building the 
National Physical Laboratory is to be 
spent on the smaller detached building to 
be placed close to or within the Old Deer 
Park at Kew; and whether he will have 
a rough plan placed in the Tea Room 
showing the sites upon which these 
buildings will be placed. 


Mr. HANBURY: The expenditure of 
the grant of £12,000, of which the 
£7,000 mentioned in the question forms 
part, is left to the Council of the National 
Physical Laboratory ; but I understand 


that the amount to be assigned to the | 
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prepared and made available for the in- 
formation of those interested. 


Lorp BALCARRES: When is the site 
likely to be determined on ? 


Mr. HANBURY : I cannot say. 


| 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY OF IRE. 

LAND—CLONES LEVEL CROSSING, 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) ; I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
| Trade whether anything can be done to 
| prevail upon the management of the 
| Great Northern Railway of Ireland to 
_ construct a bridge over the level crossing 
| on their system at Clones, and thereby 
| remove the danger to life and limb which 
| exists at that place; will he use his in- 
| fluence with the management to mitigate 
the danger which exists iv the narrow- 
/ness of the central platform at Clones, 
| inasmuch as at certain points it is scarcely 
| broad enough to allow two persons to 
| pass each other between the trains and 
| the waiting-room ; and will he cause an 
inspector to visit the place and report 
upon these matters. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
| TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon) : I have 
| been in communication on the subject of 
the hon. Member’s question with the 
railway company, who do not admit that 
danger has arisen or is likely to arise 
from either of the causes mentioned. I 
will instruct one of the inspecting officers 
of railways to take an early opportunity 
of visiting the station named. 





RUSH HARBOUR—WRECK OF THE 
“ DOLLY VARDEN.” 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
directed to the wreck, on the rocks at the 
entrance to Rush Harbour, county of 
Dublin, of the fishing yawl “Dolly 
Varden” ; whether he is aware that the 
wreck has been attributed to the absence 
of a light at the entrance of the harbour ; 
and whether the Board of Trade will take 
any steps to cause a light to be put upat 
the point mentioned. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have received the 
sworn depositions of the master and 4 








building in question is at present fixed at | member of the crew of the fishing yawl 
£5,600. The precise site and area to be | “Dolly Varden” as to the wreck of that 
adopted have not yet been determined ; | vessel at the entrance to Rush Harbour. 
when they haye been so, a map shall be | In their opinion the casualty was caused 
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by a dense fog, in which case a light at 
the entrance to the harbour would, I am 
advised, have been of no use. In any 
case the Board of Trade have no power to 
cause a light to be erected at the place in 
question, which is presumably within the 
jurisdiction of the harbour authority. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman say a light would 
be of no use to the harbour ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I was speaking of a 
particular light under certain circum- 
stances. It does not alter the fact that 
we have no power to cause a light to be 
placed there. 


BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY STEAMERS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether the Belfast and County 
Down Railway Company hold the neces- 
sary certificate to run steamships or other 
vessels, either as owners or on charter, 
for the conveyance by sea of passengers 
or general cargo; and, if so, on what 
date was such certificate granted. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The only certificates 
issued by the Board of Trade to the com- 
pany referred to in the question at pre- 
sent in force are passenger certificates 
under the Merchant Shipping Act. They 
enable the company to carry passengers 
in the ‘‘ Slieve Bearnagh,” between Belfast 
and Bangor or Carrickfergus, and between 
Belfast or Bangor and Rathlin Island or 
Killough. These certificates are dated 
May 3rd, 


EMIGRATION FROM IRELAND. 
CapraIn DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that over 
2,200 Irish emigrants embarked at | 
Queenstown for America in a single week | 
of last month ; and whether it is proposed | 
to take any steps with a view to prevent | 
the further depopulation of Ireland. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, Cen- 
tral): The largest number of Irish emi- 
grants who left Queenstown in any one 
week of last month was 1,950. I may add, 
however, that the total number of emi- 
grants from Ireland during the first four 
months of the present year is considerably 


{14 May 1900} 





Questions. 42 


less than the average number for the cor- 
responding period in the past ten years. 


CapTaIN DONELAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the last 
paragraph of the question. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not see 
what answer I can give. The Govern- 
ment cannot introduce legislation to 
stop it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Certainly 
not. 


Captain DONELAN: But you could 
find a remedy by rooting the people to 
the soil by a system of compulsory sale. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL FEES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can say how 
the amount of result fees to be paid to 
National schools is calculated in the cases 
of schools in which the annual results 
period terminated on 31st March last, 
but which schools were not examined by 
the school inspector in accordance with 
the old rules ; and when will those result 
fees be paid. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Every National 
school in operation during the financial 
year ended the 31st March, 1900, has 
been examined for results fees. In a 
small number of cases these examinations 
did not actually take place within the 
financial year owing to the necessity of 








| for notice. 


postponing the visits of the inspectors 
through the prevalency of sickness in the 


| locality of the schools, or from other 
| causes ; but in all these cases results fees 
| have been paid, or will be paid with the 


least possible delay, for the results period 
terminated within the financial year. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Will they 
be paid in a lump sum ! 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I must ask 
I have, however, no reason 
to suppose they will not be paid in the 
usual manner. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT — 


EXTENSION TO NAVAL AND MILI- 

TARY SERVANTS. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
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whether the Government propose to take | that it was to be introduced under what has 
any steps in the present session of Parlia-| is known as the Ten Minutes Rule, but ace 
ment to carry out the principle recom- | that has been changed in to-day’s Paper, men 
mended in the resolution of the House | and we are a little at a loss to know what stat 
of Tuesday, Ist May,* relating to com- are the intentions of the Government. and, 
a ‘for injuries to soldiers and Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am surprised 1 
that there should be any doubt as to the thin 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- intentions of the Government, for I stated men 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, in most specific terms on Friday that not that 
E.): I am not yet in a position to say. only would this Commonwealth Bill be of 2 
: the first Order, but that there was a pos- pone 
THE HAGUE CONFERENCE. poor, Mee 8 sagt rigger as a wit] 
i i ‘ /more than one night, althou ope 
_ Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright-| not. ‘Therefore the inbesiighs of the *) 
side): I beg to ask the First Lord of the ' Government were never in question. How wit] 
Treasury whether all the Governments there came to bea misprint in the Blue Soc 
that took part in the Hague Conference Papers I am unable to say. to t 
last year have ratified the Convention ‘A eon 
which was formulated by the Conference;| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, the 
and whether any of the Governments Thanet): What is the intention of the 
that have ratified the Convention have | Government with regard to the motion *) 
done so with reservations ; and, if so, will for the discharge of Mr. Houston from per 
he state the nature of such reservations | the Committee on War Office Contracts. Me 
and the names of the Governments that | It cannot, I take it, come on after mid- atte 
have made them. /night if opposed. Will the right hon. per 
Mn. A. J:,BALFOUB: The Govern-| pos penn 10 tas case fix a definite day 
ments that took part in the Hague Con- | 7 
ference have not yet ratified the Con-- Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The usual mal 
vention. course will be followed. If the motion stat 
should be opposed after twelve o'clock, it mal 
DEFAULTING BANKERS, BROKERS will stand over for next day. ban 
AND — SOLICITORS SUGGESTED) ; go 
LEGISLATION, Srr CHARLES CAMERON : I beg to out 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the whether he can give the House any ixfor- % 
Treasury whether any legislation is con- mation as to the date of the commence- tha 
templated in order ‘to render liable as ment and probable duration of the Whit mai 
trustees, bankers, brokers, and solicitors, suntide Recess. me 
in respect of moneys and_ securities . a ee +) 
placed in their hands by their clients. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Tam afraid I ‘ 
cannot make any definite statement on to | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The subject the subject in the present state of public 
has been brought into unpleasant promi- | business. 
nence lately, and though the Government | pcaae 
have no proposals before them on the i “Zia © Meares gin j 
subject, I think it is one that ought to be MR. LEE a KN¢ (LES AND MR. 5. ese 
ines inte serious consideration. WOODS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. pri 
*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. a to epg ea explanation. R 
‘ a : i aaa Slice coming to the House my attention 
Sik H. CAMI BELL-BANNERMAN has been x iaen to a erin dm made 
(Stirling Burghs) : I wish to ask the First by the hon. Member for Waltham- Sts 
Lord of the Treasury with regard to the | cow (Mr. S. Woods) on Friday night cm 
mi of business which appears first on! in the House .with regard to Messrs. | 
this W hite. Paper—the Commonwealth of | Andrew Knowles and Sons, Limited, pr 
Australis Constitution Bili~in what with which company I am_ associated. 
reaps it is proposed to introduce it. In The hon. Member js reported in The St 
the Orders issued on Saturday it appeared Times to have referred to the Accident 17 
*See The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth Kelief Society of the Company, and to 
Series}, Vol. Ixxxii., p. 459. 3 have asserted that considerable influence m 
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accept their scheme in place of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897. Such a 


statement as that is absolutely untrue ; 


and, further than that—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 


mentioned is a limited company, and in 


that case the hon. Member cannot speak | 


of any aspersion on that firm as a per- 
sonal matter, although he is connected 
with it. 

*Mr. LEES KNOWLES : In connection 
with the company there is an Accident 
Society, of which [ am the president, and 
to that extent I think the matter isa per- 
sonal one, as an attack was made upon 
the Society. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There can be no 
personal explanation unless the hon. 
Member can show that he was personally 
attacked. The privilege of making a 
personal explanation must be strictly con- 
fined to a personal matter. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES: The colliery 
manager was personally mentioned, the 
statement being that the colliery 
manager had actually gone to the pit 
bank and had almost forced the men to 
go to the office and sign the contracting- 
out forms. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Am [I to understand 


that the hon. Member is the colliery | 


manager? If not, it is not a personal 


matter. 


*Mr, LEES KNOWLES: I want only 
to say that that statement is also untrue. 


BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; to be read a, 


second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [ Bill 197. | 
RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
DENTS) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 175.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
175. 


mittee), to be taken into consideration 
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has been used to induce the workmen to | upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
/198.] 


order! 1/ 
think the company that the hon. Member | 


| under similar control. 
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[ Bill 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 


[INTRODUCTION. ] 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no doubt there 
are many Members of the House who will 
be inclined to envy me the privilege that 
has fallen to my lot in introducing this 


| Bill for the federation of some of our 


greatest colonies—a Bill which marks an 
era in the history of Australia, and is a 
great and important step towards the 
organisation of the British Empire. This 
Bill, which is the result of the careful and 
prolonged labours of the ablest states- 
men in Australia, enables that great 
island continent to enter at once the 
widening circle of English-speaking 
nations. No longer will she be a con- 


'geries of States, each of them separate 


from and entirely independent of the 


‘others, a position which anyone will 


see might possibly in the future, through 
the natural consequences of competition, 
become a source of danger and lead, at any 
rate, to friction and to weakness. But, if 
this Bill passes, in future Australia will 
be, in the words of the preamble of the 
Bill which I am about to introduce, ‘an 
indissoluble federal Commonwealth firmly 
united for many of the most important 
functions of government.” After it has 
been passed there will be for Australia 
under one Administration a uniform 
postal and telegraphic service, and pro- 
vision is made making it possible here- 
after for railway communication to be 
In the meantime 
everything which has to do with the 
exterior relations of the six colonies con- 
cerned will be a matter for the Cemmon- 
wealth, and not for the individual 
Governments ; a common tariff will be 
established for all the colonies; there 
will be at the same time inter-colonial 


‘free trade, and what is perhaps more 
important 

will be a 
| common 
| Now, 


in future there 


than all, 
and a 


common form 
control of national defences. 
this is a consummation long 
expected and earnestly hoped for by 


| the people of this country. We believe 


that it is in the interest of Australia, and 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- | that has always been with us the first con- 


| sideration, 


But we recognise that it is 
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also in our interest as well ; we believe the 
relations between ourselves and these 
colonies will be simplified, will be more 
frequent and unrestricted, and, if it be 
possible, though I hardly think it is, will 
be more cordial when we have to deal 
with a single central authority instead of 
having severally to consult six indepen- 
dent Governments. Whatever’ is good 
for Australia is good for the whole 
British Empire. Therefore, we all of us 


—independently altogether of party, 
whether at home or in any other 


portion of the Empire—rejoice at this 
proposal, welcome the new birth of which 
we are Witnesses, and anticipate for these 
great free and progressive communities a 
future even more prosperous than their 
past, and an honourable and important 
position in the history of the Anglo-Saxon 
race. I hope the House will not think I 
am taking up its time unnecessarily if, in a 
few brief words, I give some account of 
the history of this great movement. The 
House is aware that the first colonisa- 
tion of Australia took place in New 
South Wales in 1788, and that for nearly 
a generation after that time, as other 
settlements were made at vast distances 
along the coast, they all came in some 
measure under the control of what I may 
call the central Administration which 
existed at Sydney. But it will be readily 
seen that, as these settlements gradually 
became more populous and of greater 
importance, the difficulty of such a system 
of central administration became almost 
intolerable ; and accordingly in 1825 what 
was then known as Van Dieman’s Land 
became a separate colony under the name 
of Tasmania, and the .example of Tas- 
mania was followed in succession by 
Western Australia, South Australia, 
Victoria, and lastly by Queensland in 
1859. Victoria, which was then known 
as the Port Philip Settlement, was 
separated from New South Wales by Act 


of Parliament in 1850, but in 1847, when | 
giving assent to this proposal, Earl Grey, 


to whom we all must feel we owe most of 
the principles by which our colonial policy 
is guided, laid down the views then enter- 
tained py him and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment of the time in reference to the 
ultimate necessity for some 

authority in Australia. He said— 


“It is necessary while providing for local 


omit to provide for the central management of 
all interests not local. 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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management of local interests we should ne | 


Questions having a | is known as the Federal Council. 
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bearing on the interests of the Empire may be 
left 1 ican to the Imperial Parliament ; 
but there are questions which though local to 
Australia collectively are not merely local in 
relation to one colony, though eacn may have 
part in a common interest, and in regard to 
which it may be essential to the welfare of all 
to have a single authority, and they may more 
appropriately and effectually be decided by a 
single authority in Australia than by the more 
remote, less accessible, and, in truth, less com- 
petent authority of Parliament.” 

It will be seen that Earl Grey foresaw 
that in the future, at any rate, this 
necessity would arise. He was a little 
before his time, for when, in 1850, he 
introduced proposals for constituting such 
central authority, his proposals met with 
no general support, and the Bill, when it 
became an Act, was confined to the 
establishment of the colony of Victoria, 
separating it from the older colony of New 
South Wales. But from this time, and 
continuously down to the present day, 
the subject of some closer union between 
the separate Australian provinces or 
States has attracted the attention of all far- 
seeing and patriotic statesmen, especially 
in Australia. And among those who 
laboured in this movement I think it 
would be ungrateful not to mention the 
name of Sir Henry Parkes. Sir Henry 
Parkes was certainly a most remarkable 
individuality ; he had his peculiarities, as 
most of us have, but no one would deny 
that he was a man of great capacity, of 
great power of work, of great resource, 
and of intense local patriotism ; and I 
think that to-day, when the consumma- 
tion of the work for which he laboured 
so long is clearly within sight, we may 
well bear his memory in respectful regard. 
In 1867 the Dominion of Canada was 
established. This gave to Sir Henry 
Parkes an opportunity which he was not 
slow to seize, and, although he had raised 
the question before, he now again em- 
phatically urged his fellow-Australians 
to follow the example of the Dominion 
of Canada. Still, however, no progress 
was made. A little later the somewhat 
| sinister activity of certain foreign Powers 
| in the Pacific brought the matter home in 
|a clearer degree to the majority of the 
| Australian people ; and in 1883, accord- 
ingly, a conference was called, again at 








central | the instance of Sir Henry Parkes, of all 


the colonies, which resulted in certain 
recommendations, in the adoption of 
certain general principles, which led almost 
immediately to the establishment of por 
The 
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Federal Council, however, although very 
wisely designed as an experimental step 
at a time when there was still much to be 
done before the colonies themselves could 
see the necessity of a closer union—the 
Federal Council was not a very effective 
instrument ; it had no legislative power, 
no executive power, it was neither more 
nor less than an advisory council, and 
under the circumstances it did not excite 
any warm popularity in Australia. The 
great colony of New South Wales refused 
from the first to attend its deliberations ; 
South Australia subsequently withdrew 
from them; and now, having served its 
turn, this Federal Council will be abolished | 
by the Bill which I am about to intro- 
duce. Then, again, after the establish- 
ment of the Federal Council, and coming 
down to 1890, a good deal of uneasiness, 
the result, I think, largely of what was 
known as the Russian scare, was felt 
in Australia as to the state of | 
Australian defences, and accordingly | 
another conference was then held in Mel- | 
bourne. It was followed bya convention | 
in Sydney in 1891, when the first great | 


. | 
advance towards a federal union was at | 
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what is known as the Federal League, 
which went up and down the country 
throughout Australia informing the 
people of the nature of their proposal, 
explaining the draft, and urging the 
desirability of its adoption. And so suc- 
cessful was this educational movement 
that in 1895 the Premiers, meeting again, 
agreed to bring forward enabling Bills in 
their several Parliaments for providing a 
convention of delegates which should be 
instructed and empowered to frame a con- 
stitution. This constitution was then to 
be submitted to the separate Parliaments 
sitting in Grand Committee—in Com- 
mittee of the whole House—and the 


| amendments which might be made in the 
| several Parliaments were then to be re- 


ferred back to another meeting of the 
convention and considered by them, and 
a final draft after such consideration was 
then to be submitted to the people of the 


| several States in the shape of a general 


referendum. The convention, accord- 
ingly, was held at Adelaide in March, 
1897 ; and certainly, I think, any one 
who reads the history of the debates 
which took place then will agree with me 


last made, because the convention of | that it would have been absolutely impos- 
Sydney in 1891 produced a draft of a sible to have collected together more 
Commonwealth Bill which has been the | capable, more able, more efficient repre- 
foundation for all subsequent discussion. | sentatives of Australian feeling than met 
Those who are acquainted with this draft, | in that convention. I say that, but I 
which has, of course, very many points of must make one exception. Owing to 
resemblance with the present measure, | circumstances on which I need not dwell, 
will, I am sure, recognise the great con- | the Government of Queensland refused to 
structive skill with which it was framed ;| pass an enabling Bill, and consequently 
and they may be interested to know that | at this convention Queensland was not 
its great qualities are largely, if not | represented, but the other colonies were 





chietly, due to the labour given to it by | 
Sir Samuel Griffith, the present Chief | 
Justice of Queensland, and by Mr. Barton, | 
who was then Attorney General in Sir 
George Gipp’s Government, and who is 
now the distinguished representative of 
New South Wales among the delegates | 
who have recently been our guests. Well, | 
this draft was then submitted to the local 

Parliaments, but still, although quiet pro- | 
gress had been made, there was not suffi- 
cient popular force behind the movement 
to secure the Bill being brought into 
operation ; and it was evident to those 
who were interested in the movement, 
and particularly I think to my hon. friend 
Mr. Barton, that the next step must be 
to educate the people of Australia them- 
selves to the necessity and the importance 
of this movement. Accordingly, I believe 
it is to him that we owe the formation of 


| 





‘ceedings throughout the world. 


all present. The convention went to 
work in that businesslike spirit which we 
flatter ourselves distinguishes British pro- 
In the 
first instance they considered and passed 


resolutions settling the principle upon 


which they would proceed ; then these 
resolutions were divided amongst a 
number of committees, and considered by 
them, and the result was afterwards dis- 


‘cussed and finally settled in the whole 


convention. The draft so prepared went 
to the different Parliaments, and was 
returned by them to the Sydney conven- 
tion in 1897 with their amendments, 
That convention adjourned to Melbourne 
in 1898, and the final draft—as it was 
submitted to Her Majesty’s Government 
the other day by the Parliaments of the 
five colonies who may be described as the 
federating colonies—the draft as then 
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submitted was finally passed bv the con- 
vention. It had still to go through 
the ordeal of a referendum. The 
first referendum showed 219,000 votes 
for and 108,000 against the Bill. 
Unfortunately, or as it may be considered 
fortunately, the New South Wales 
majority, although there was a majority 
in favour of the Bill, did not reach the 
amount of 80,000 votes which had been 
fixed as the minimum to justify the 
adoption of the measure. Accordingly 
on that occasion the Bill was not passed 
by that colony. New South Wales then 
took the opportunity of proposing further 
amendments. These amendments were 
considered in a friendly spirit by another 
meeting of the Premiers, and they were 
to some extent adopted, the proceedings 
being, perhaps, rather in the nature of a 
compromise. But still I think in sub- 
stance the wishes of New South Wales 
were complied with, and arrangements 
were then made for a second referendum. 
On this occasion the referendum took 
place in the five colonies—I should have 
said that previous to the first referendum 
taking place there were only four colonies, 
Queensland and Western Australia being 
excluded—but in the { 
referendum Queensland took part for the 
first time, and the results were 377,600 
votes for the Bill and 141,500 against. 
Western Australia did not join in this 
decision, but pressed for certain further 


amendments, which, however, the Premiers | 
decided it was too late for them to con- | 


sider. And so the Bill is presented to us. 
It comes with the authority behind it of 
five federating colonies, and it is this 
Bill, with a few alterations, but substan- | 
tially this Bill, with 128 clauses, and 
dealing with a vast number, probably | 
with “hundreds, or even thousands, 
of separate propositions of the greatest 
importance, which I[ have to ask 
leave to introduce. I think it will be 
admitted that this Bill is a Bill worthy | 
of all the care and the labour which has 
heen bestowed upon it. I think I may 
describe it as, and it certainly is, a monu- 
ment of legislative competency. Of | 
course, the framers of the Bill themselves | 
are perfectly ready to admit that it may 
not be perfect, that amendments may 
ultimately be required in it, and that ex- | 
perience may show that something has 
been omitted, or that something has. been | 
placed within its four corners which might 
with advantage have been left out. But 
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provision has been made for any such 
amendment in the Bill itself ; and, con- 
sidering the magnitude and the variety 
of the interests that we are to deal with, 
the intricacy and the importance of the 
subjects with which the Bill has to deal, 
I think that no praise can be too high for 
those whose moderation, patience, skill, 
mutual consideration, and patriotism have 
been able to produce so great a result. 
It would be absolutely impossible for me, 
within anything like a reasonable time, 
to refer to the multifarious details of this 
great measure, nor do I think it necessary 
to do so, because I cannot conceive that 
the House will be inclined to discuss these 
details in any critical spirit ; but I might 
be allowed, and it would interest the 
House, I think, if I call attention to the 
general scope of the measure and to some 
of its most striking features. I think it 
is true to say that, on the whole, this new 
Constitution, although it is in important 
respects unlike every other constitution 
at present existing, still in the main, and 
more than any other, follows the Consti- 
tution of the United States of America. 
| But it would be, perhaps, more interesting 
| to us to contrast it with the Constitution 
of our own colony of Canada. The 
| differences between the Constitution of 
‘the Dominion and the Constitution of 
the new Commonwealth are, I think, to 
be explained in a certain .fundamental 
diversity in the position of the two 
colonies, and also in the methods by 
which the Constitution has been brought 
into existence. In the case of Canada, 
the delegates came here and the Constitu- 
| tion was settled here in conference with 
Her Majesty’s Government, and was the 
| result, to some extent at any rate, of 
their advice and suggestion. In the case 
of Australia, the ” people of Australia, 
through their representatives, have 
worked alone, without either inviting or 
| desiring any assistance from outside. In 
Australia, it must also be remembered, 
| theseparateStates have enjoyed for amuch 
longer period than had the provinces of 
Canada complete independent self-govern- 
ing existence, and, accordingly, while in 
Canada the people had before them at 
| the time that the Constitution was decided 
‘upon the warning, I might almost say, 
afforded by the civil war in America of 
| the danger of exaggerating State rights, 
‘and while the special provinces had no 
| desire to put forward those rights in too 
| emphatic a manner, in Australia there 
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was no such example to fear, and the| There is also an example which I 
separate colonies had enjoyed for so long | cannot help thinking might be wisely 
such great powers that they were| imitated by ourselves. Ministers on 
naturally unwilling to part with them to | taking office do not vacate their seats. 
anything like the same extent. Accord- | Then there is a most ingenious and com- 
ingly, while in Canada the result of the | plicated provision to prevent a possible 
Constitution was substantially to amalga- | deadlock between the two Houses; for 
mate the provinces into one Dominion, | although they are, as I have said, elected 
the Constitution of Australia creates a | practically by the same constituency, I 
federation for distinctly definite and think it is evident that the differences in 
limited objects of a number of indepen-| the manner of election may sometimes 
dent States, and State rights have result in a diversity of opinion 
throughout been jealously preserved. In between the two chambers. In that 
Canada everything that was not given | case—and here, also, I cannot help 
expressly to the provinces went to the thinking that hon. Members who are 
Central Government. In Australia the interested in the subject may find many 
Central Government has only powers | useful suggestions—the course of the 
over matters which are expressly stated | operation is this. Measures may be twice 
and defined in the Constitution. In | rejected by the Senate, as I understand, 
Canada the Senate was a body which | in two separate sessions of Parliament. 
represented particular provinces substan- | After that the Government may dissolve 
tially in proportion to their population. | both Houses. Both Houses will be re- 
In Australia the Senate consists of six | elected at the same time. If after that 
members from all the States—that is to | re-election the Senate should again—a 
say, an equal number, whatever may be | third time—reject a measure, then there 
the size or the population ; and the mode | is to be a joint sitting of both Houses, 
of the election of the Senate is also differ- | and a decision is to be taken by a simple 
ent from that of Canada, and, I believe, | majority of both Houses. That applies 
entirely novel. In Canada the Senate | to the case of ordinary measures, but, if 
was nominated for life on the advice of | the question between the two Houses is 
the Ministers. In the United States, as | an amendment of the Constitution, then 
we all know, the Senate is elected by the | a somewhat different course is followed. 
Legislatures of the several States. In| The proposed amendment may be twice 
Australia the Senate is to be elected at | rejected by the Senate, and if after that 
the same election as the Lower House, | the Houses do not come to an agreement, 
Int each State is to vote, not in the | then the amendment will be settled by 
separate constituencies into which it is| means of a referendum, and is to be 
divided for the purposes of the Lower | decided by the majority of votes in a 
House, but as one constituency—a scrutin | majority of the States. Now, to this new 
de liste, in fact, as the French eall it— Parliament so constituted thirty-nine dis- 
except in the case of Queensland, where | tinct subjects have been expressly referred. 
there are to be two divisions. The | Amongst them are the tariff, post office, 
Upper House is to serve for six | and telegraph services, defence, currency, 
years instead of three; but those| bankruptcy, marriage and divorce, and 
are the only differences which separate it | old-age pensions, and also the following 
in composition, qualification, or constitu- | matters—to which I call special attention 
tion from the composition of the Lower | because they involve interest outside Aus- 
House. The Lower House is to be elected | tralia as well as locally—first, the fisheries 
according to the electoral laws of the | in Australian waters, beyond the territorial 
several States, but according to popula- | limits of Australia; secondly, copyright ; 
tion, and a very ingenious device has | thirdly, legislation dealing with the 
been resorted to in order to prevent the | people of any race not being natives of 
numbers of the Lower House from ever | either of the States (I think that has 
becoming excessive. It is provided by | in view legislation in regard to Asiaties) ; 
the Constitution that the Members of the | fourthly, “external affairs,” a phrase of 
Lower House shall, as far as possible, be | great breadth and vagueness, which, unless 
exactly double the numbers of the Upper | interpreted and controlled by some other 
House or Senate. I should add, perhaps, | provision, might easily, it will be seen, 
that the Members of both Houses will | give rise to serious difficulties; and, 
be paid, and paid the same salary. saad the relations with the islands 
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of the Pacific, which also involves, 
of course, many questions in which 
foreign nations are concerned. 
seen that almost all the points to which I 
have thus called special attention are 
matters in which the Imperial Govern- 
ment may have to deal with foreign 
countries. It is important, therefore—I 
say this in passing, although I shall deal 
with it more at length—it is important 
that measures of this kind, which may 
involve the Imperial Government in the 
most serious responsibility, should be in- 
terpreted by a tribunal in which all 
parties have confidence. There are also 
in the Bill some complicated provisions 
for dealing with the division of the 
receipts from Customs among the several 
States, for the imposition of new duties, 
and the division of old ones, I have 
mentioned, at all events, the most impor- 
tant and the most interesting matters 
which are raised by this Bill, and I think 
it is evident from even this very brief 
and inadequate résumé that there are a 
great number of propositions in the Bill 
which, if it were a case of freely dis- 
cussing a Constitution of our own, would 
arouse much difference of opinion. If 
we had been invited to frame a 
Constitution, or if we had been con- 
sulted after the Constitution had been 
framed, it is quite possible—I do not say 
it would have been so—it is quite possible 
we might have had many suggestions to 
make and some amendments to offer. But 
that is not the position. The Bill has 
been prepared without reference to us. 
It represents substantially and in most 
of its features the general opinion of the 
Australian people ; and although I differ 
totally from those who have said that the 
Australian people do not desire that this 
great measure, the result of the labour of 
their representatives, should receive in the 
Imperial Parliament the fullest considera- 
tion and even the fullest discussion ; 
although I deny altogether that the Aus- 
tralian people have ever considered, or 
shown that they consider, the Imperial 
Parliament as merely a Court for the re- 
gistration of their decrees ; and although 
I am convinced that the Australian people 
will be neither offended nor insulted if 
we alter here a word or there a 
word, or even a clause, in this Bill, I 


think, on the other hand, they do expect | 


that we shall have a reasonable regard to 
the labours which they have already 
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general feeling of the Australian people, 
wherever it has been really and con- 


It will be | clusively shown, and to those rights of 


_ self-government of which they have made 
so magnificent a use and which we have 


so freely and gladly conceded. Now, it 
is therefore on these main principles that 
the Government have proceeded in deal- 
ing with this Bill. On the one hand, we 
have accepted without demur, and we 
shall ask the House of Commons to accept, 
every point in this Bill, every word, every 
line, every clause, which deals exclusively 
with the interests of Australia. We may 
be vain enough to think that we might 
have made improvements for the advan- 
tage of Australia, but we recognise that 
they are the best judges in their own 
case, and we are quite content 
that the views of their representatives 
should be in these matters accepted as 
final ; and the result of that is that the 
Bill which I hope to present to the House 
to-night is, so far as_ ninety - nine 
hundredths of it, I think I might almost 
say 999-thousandths of it is concerned— 
as regards the vast proportion of the Bill 
—exactly the same as that which passed 
the referendum of the Australian people. 
But the second principle which I 
ask the House to assent to, and to 
which we have given application by cer- 
tain amendments we have made in the 
Bill, is that wherever the Bill touches the 
interests of the Empire as a whole, or the 
interests of Her Majesty’s subjects, or 
of Her Majesty’s possessions outside 
Australia, the Imperial Parliament occu- 
pies a position of trust which it is not 
the desire of the Empire, and which I 
do not believe for a moment it is the 
desire of Australia, that we should fulfil 
in any perfunctory or formal manner. 
As I say, we have applied these principles 
in dealing with the Bill. Two colonies— 
Western Australia and New Zealand— 
appealed to Her Majesty’s Government, 
and were represented here by special 
delegates, and asked us to interfere to 
secure for them certain amendments in 
the Bill. I may say Her Majesty's 
Government were inclined to sympathise 
with the desire of both these colonies. 
Her Majesty’s Government would have 
been very glad indeed could their wishes 
have been complied with; but, as we 
considered that it was an entirely Aus- 
tralian question, as it was a difference of 


opinion arising between the Australian 
expended upon this measure, and to the | 


colonies, in which neither the Empire nor 
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the mother country were themselves 
directly concerned, we _ felt we 
were not justified in pressing these 
daims, or in insisting upon 
ing their adoption as against the 
majority of the colonies in Australia. 
Western Australia asked for the right to 
come in as an original State, on terms 
slightly different from those provided in 
the Constitution. The differences arose 
as to the question of tariffs; and un- 
doubtedly it was admitted by the five 
federating colonies, that, owing to the 
peculiar position of Western Australia, 
she was entitled to some period of 
interval before she adopted the common 
tariff of the Commonwealth ; and accord- 
ingly five years were allowed her for that 
purpose, subject to the condition that 
each year one-fifth of any difference that 
might exist between the tariff of Western 
Australia and the tariff of the Common- 
wealth should be reduced. I confess that 
it seemed to me that a condition of that 
kind imposed, and I still think it im- 
poses, on the financial system of Western 
Australia a very considerable strain. I 
do not envy the position of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who is before- 
hand tied down by a statutory and 
Constitutional law to reduce his tariff 
by one-fifth in every successive year 
for five years to come. It is perfectly 
evident that that must interfere to a con- 
siderable extent with the production of 
his annual budget. But, as I have said, 
having appealed to the Premiers, and 


having put forward the views of Western | 


Australia, and having received from them 
the statement that they did not feel 
justified in assenting to any amendments, 
we reported the result of our inquiries to 
Sir John Forrest, the highly-respected 
Premier of Western Australia ; and we 
ventured—although it was perhaps 
hardly our business—in the interest, as 
we believed, of Australia as a whole and 
even of Western Australia, to press upon 
him that his Government should now re- 
consider their position, and that in spite 
of the arrangements of which they com-| 
plained they should seek to enter the 
Federation as an original State. 
very happy to say—as will be seen by 
the Blue-book which I have laid upon the | 
table—that Sir John Forrest and his | 
Government have assented to our request | 
to take this step. Their Parliament will | 
be shortly called together ; and I hope | 


the result will be that the Constitution country of 107,000 men. I do think that 
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secur- | 


during a long period. 


I am} 
| mentioned this matter in the House a few 
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(will be submitted to the people of 
| Western Australia, and that Her Majesty’s 
Government will be able to proclaim the 
whole of the six colonies of Australia 
as taking part in this great scheme. 
The colony of New Zealand made several 
requests tous. Two of these were, I think, 
'of minor importance. They were that 
they should have access to the Supreme 
Court of the new Federation, and that 
some arrangement should be made at once 
for common defence. We considered that 
there would be no difficuity in dealing 
with these very important questions as 
between New Zealand and the Federated 
Commonwealth after it was formed, and 
that it was unnecessary to delay the 
Commonwealth during the discussion of 
matters which, no doubt, would require 
a considerable amount of time. The third 
proposal was that New Zealand should be 
allowed to enter as an original State at 
any time within the next seven years—I 
do not know that the period of seven 
years was a definite part of the proposi- 
tion ; but, at all events, a considerable 
period was to be given to them to make 
their choice. I confess that here also 
I should have been very glad if 
the Premiers had seen their way to 
accept the suggestion. The delegates, 
however, who were representing the 
five federating colonies explained, very 
ably, the difficulties that would arise from 
such a state of things. They pointed out 
that great inconvenience might be 
suffered, especially with regard to the 
establishment of a tariff, if the federating 
colonies were under a sort of compulsion 
to accept another partner at any time 
I felt this decision 
the more particularly, because I do not 
hesitate to say that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the people of this country are 
under special obligations to the Govern- 
ment and people of New Zealand. Of all 
the colonies, all the possessions of Her 
Majesty, including Canada and all the 
colonies of Australia—I am excluding the 
colonies in South Africa—New Zealand, 
in proportion to her population, supplied 
the largest contingent to Her Majesty’s 
forces, and made the greatest sacrifices. I 





days ago; but I find I under-estimated 
what New Zealand has done. I am told 
that, according to population, the New 
Zealand contingent in South Africa is 
equivalent to an army sent from this 
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is a most extraordinary proof of—what | rendered void in consequence of its being 
shall I say ?—of affection and regard for | repugnant on some one point to Imperial 
the mother country ; and if this point | legislation. The Act is one of great im- 
of difference had been between the | portance, because it defines the extent to 
mother country and New Zealand I) which the paramountcy of Imperial legisla- 
feel quite certain the House would be in-| tion goes. The fact that Imperial legisla- 
clined to make almost any concession that | tion is paramount has always been 
could be asked. But as it was exclusively | admitted by the colonies, although the 
a matter between New Zealand and the | use of the constitutional power has, of 
federating colonies, and as the’ Premiers | course, been extremely rare. The kind of 
again put in a non possumus and stated | cases in which that paramountcy becomes 
that they had no authority to consent at | of importance are such cases as those of 
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this period to any further amendments, 


we have had no course open to us but to 


accept, although we regret, that decision. 
We could not, I think, fairly press the 
opinion of a single colony against the 
unanimous opinion of five. 
to the points upon which we think amend- 


I now come 


|the Foreign Enlistment Act and the 
Merchant Shipping Act. In both of 
these cases I think it will be admitted to 
be desirable that there should be legisla- 
tion for the whole Empire and not con- 
| flicting legislation in different parts of the 
| Empire. In the memorandum presented 


ment to be necessary. Substantially | by the delegates on 23rd March they 
there is only one point of importance, | argue that this amendment is altogether 
but in ofder that I may be perfectly | unnecessary. They say the Common- 
accurate [I will mention others, as to | wealth appears to the delegates to be 
which, I think, there will probably be very | clearly a colony and the Federal Parlia- 
little debate or opposition. In the first | ment to be a legislature within the mean- 
place, there was a blank left in the draft | ing of the Act; and they cannot think 
Constitution Bill which it was intended we | that the larger meaning given to the word 
should fill up as soon as it was known | colony in Clause 6 can be held to take 





whether Western Australia had .joined. 
We have applied for the figures requisite 
to fill up the blank, and, having received 


them from the Australian colonies, 
we shall insert them at _ their 
request. Then, there are certain 


drafting alterations which are desirable, 
if not absolutely necessary, in consequence 
of the probability of the admission of 
Western Australia as an original State. 
We have submitted these amendments 
to the delegates, and, so far as I know at 
present, no objection of any kind is taken 
to their insertion. Then, in the third 
place, there is a matter of more import- 
ance, though I am happy to say it is one 
on which there is no division of opinion. 
We propose to make clear in the Bill the 
application of the Colonial Laws Validity 
Act to the Commonwealth. Doubts have 
been expressed in the course of the dis- 
cussion whether the Commonwealth is a 
colony within the meaning of the Act. 
The Act, as lawyers in the House are no 
doubt perfectly well aware, provides, 
among other things, that where a colonial 
Act is repugnant to an Imperial statute 
it shall not be wholly void, but shall only 
be void so far as repugnancy extends. It 
was intended as an enabling Act to pre- 
vent what otherwise might have occurred 
—the whole of the colonial statute being 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


away the protection of the Act of 1885 
for any law passed by the Federal 
Parliament. Now, I think that the 
House will feel that there is no difference 
|of opinion as to the merits between us 
| and the delegates. The only point is that 
they think the amendment ‘is a work of 
supererogation, but we feel that the 
matter, involving as it does our foreign 
| relations, is of such vast importance that we 
ought not to leave a shadow of doubt on 
the question. It is fair to say—and I wish 
tocall the attention of the House to the 
fact—that in the last memorandum which 
was presented by the delegates only a 
day or two ago they raised for the first 
time a very very important question— 
|namely, whether the Colonial Laws 
| Validity Act as it stands is law properly 
| applicable to a great Commonwealth like 
the Dominion of Canada and the new 
Commonwealth of Australia. Her 
Majesty’s Government admit the im- 
portance of that question. They admit 
that it is a very fair point to raise. But, 
if there is to be any change in regard to 
the matter, which, as I have said, is of 
such infinite importance, the greatest care 
will have to be taken and very consider- 
able delay must necessarily occur. We 
should have to consult Canada and other 
colonies before any Amendment of that 
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Act could be adopted.. I do not object 
on behalf of Her Majesty’s Government 
that the matter is not worthy of con- 
sideration. AllI say is we have to deal 
with a provisional period. We cannot 
delay the passing of the Federation Act 
in order to discuss this matter. We must 
have a proper understanding before any 
change is made; but it will be open to 
the Federation 
Dominion of Canada, if they see fit, to 
raise the matter at a subsequent period, 
and no doubt, in that case, any views 
they may express will receive the most 
careful consideration by Her Majesty’s 
Government. Now I come to what I 
have described as the substantial point 
of alteration, which of course is the 
point affecting the question of appeal. 
This is the only point I think on which 
there can possibly be any important sub- 
ject of controversy or difference of 
opinion between ourselves and the 
Australian representatives. Sir, I wish 
at the outset to repudiate in the strongest 
and clearest terms the possibility that 
any difference of opinion upon what is a 
great constitutional point, which has 
hitherto been discussed by the delegates 
with ourselves in the most friendly and 
cordial spirit, can, by any possibility, be 
a matter of serious conflict between our- 
selves and the colonies of Australia. I 
saw with regret a speech made only a 
few days ago by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife, at Colchester, 
and I must say that I think he was a 
little premature. He certainly prejudged 
this question without having heard one 
single word of the case which Her 
Majesty’s Government had to put before 
the House ; and he seemed to be speaking 
from a brief which was supplied, of course, 
by a single one of the parties. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) : 
no! 


No, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Well, 
speaking from information—I do not 
know that the right hon. Gentleman will 
take exception to that word—speaking 
from information that came from one side 
only. Now that is what I complain of ; 
and I think I ought to persuade the right 
hon. Gentleman to withdraw his speech 
on this subject. I regret his allusion 
in connection with this matter that the 
revolutionary war iy America is a 
warning to us. 


Sir, what connection does 
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|the right hon. Gentleman suppose there 
| can be between the two cases? Then, in 
| another part of his speech, he referred to 
/Canada as being exemplar and model. 
| Well, I do not ask for anything more than 
|Canada and South Africa have already 
' most willingly granted. 


_ *Mr. ASQUITH: As far as my memory 
| goes—I have not got the speech with me 
| —my reference to the revolution was in 
|a totally different connection. It had 
| nothing whatever to do with this ques- 
| tion of the appeal. 


| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am ex- 

tremely glad to have elicite’ that state- 
/ment from the right hon. Gentleman. 
| The report which I saw, I confess, was a 
_ condensed report. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: It was a condensed 
report. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stood him to refer to the revolution in 
connection with this difference of opinion, 
which as I say must under no circum- 
| stances be exaggerated. It is important, 
| of course, but it must be discussed by all 
| parties, and it will be discussed by 
| Australia as well as by ourselves, in a 
perfectly friendly spirit. I am going very 
much further than J have done hitherto. 
We have got toa point in our relations 
with our self-governing colonies in which 
I think we recognise, once for all, that 
these relations depend entirely on their 
free will and absolute consent. , The links 
between us and them at the present time 
| are very slender. Almost a touch might 
'snap them. But, slender as they are, and 
i slight as they are, although we wish, 
although I hope, that they will become 
| stronger, still if they are felt irksome by 
/any one of our great colonies, we shall 
| not attempt to force them to wear them. 
| One of these ancient links is precisely this 
right of appeal by every subject of Her 
Majesty to the Queen in Council. The 
Bill weakens that—there is no doubt 
about that—and thereby there opens up, 
as I shall show, a prospect of causes of 
friction and irritation between the colonies 
and ourselves which, in my opinion, would 
be more numerous and more serious 
than anything that is likely to result if 
the right of appeal is retained. Well, 
how shall we deal with this question? I 
am sure the House will feel that there is 
no man in the House who is more anxious 
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to maintain the good feeling between our- | likely come to the High Court, and then 
selves and our colonies than I am. Ever | no appeal would lie to Her Majesty in 
since I have been in office that has been | Council. I will not argue the legal velll 
ed He anagram Sir, in a case of this | with my right hon. friend, but I think 
am —— aged rates rg vod it oe be found ~— ao as any 
ede ; g ore difficu an | appeal may come from the Supreme 
to refuse. At the same time, believing | Court of a State to the High Sonat 
firmly, as the Government do, that what | there will be a very considerable limi- 
is asked for in this Bill, as it originally | tation of the right of appeal, because 
came to us, is not only injurious to the | there would be no appeal from the High 
best interests of Australia, but that it | Court to the Judicial Committee of the 
would lead to complications which might | Privy Council. I go on to another 
be destructive of good relations and pre-| point to which I wish to call attention, 
spr to the unity of the Empire, we | Although this Bill does not in direct terms 
feel that we are bound to ask the House | limit the right of veto, which is a right 
to i geongen it. Sir, we believe further— | although undoubtedly "reserved to “the 
and this is an important point—that | Crown, which must, nevertheless, always be 
opinion has not yet been definitely formed | exercised with the most scrupulous ‘a 
on the subject in Australia, and before, | and consideration—although it does not 
therefore, assenting to a change which | take away that right, it would make it 
may have such serious results, we hold it | almost a stultification on the part of Her 
will be our duty to be quite certain that | Majesty if the Crown were advised to 
the demand is a demand that has behind | exercise that right in a matter which we 
: cy a — of penne _ | sn oad ge pon —— : 
new clause, Clause 74, as sub- | the new Parliament. Now, these are t 
mitted, would allow no appeal in any | proposals, What are the main objectinat 
matter involving the Federal Constitu-| to these proposals? The matter was 
tion, or the constitution of a State, unless | under discussion in the convention at 
7a a — sugges ” of some part of | Adelaide. When the Australian Premiers 
er Majesty’s dominions other than | were here in the Jubilee year in 1897, I 
—— are involved ; and it further | had the honour of discussing the subject 
provides—a matter to which sufficient | with them, to which some public reference 
attention has not been directed—that the | was made in Papers presented to this 
Federal Parliament may in the future | House. The conversations were as a rule 
oe merniy further the matters | in the nature of private discussions, but 
on which appeal is to lie. Now, the right | at the request of Mr. Reid, who was, as 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East Fife, | it were, the Dean of the representatives 
unless he has been again misrepresented, | from Australia—being the Prime Minister 
piotnalycisiag. tnwib falda | 1 tasked t. kms memcall 
sting. He will find that —I handed to him a memorandum 
that isa mistake. It does take away the | on the part of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
right of appeal from a State where the | ment of the amendments on the draft 
State Constitution is in question ; and | proposal, which we had seen, which we 
re Te — ved the present time. thought were desirable ; and I specially 
oe oe och oo Hs genie i a | og A rg com = a 
n instrument ex- | tha e Imperial Parliament wou 
pressly to authorise the newly-created | think it its duty to interfere if 
Parliament to further limit the right of | there were any limitation of the right 
appeal, it almost makes it impossible for | of appeal. In this memorandum I quoted 
Her Majesty in future, in reference to} a passage from a memorandum of the 
this subject, to exercise the right of veto | Privy Council, which gave in very suc- 
which, of course, is inherent in the/cinct terms the main objections to any 
prerogative. proposal of the kind. In 1871 it appears 
*Mr. ASQUITH: Only as regards | # question was raised at the instigation of 
appeals from the new High Court. The | S°™° of the Australian colonies, and then 
Parliament can limit no other right of | the Privy Couneil in their memorandum 
appeal. said— 
; “The appellate jurisdiction of Her Majesty 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Pardon me. | in Council exist for the benefit of the coleaitay 


Surely an appeal from a State might very | and not for that of the mother country ; but 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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it is impossible to overlook the fact that this 
jurisdiction is part of Her Majesty’s preroga- 
tive, and which has been exercised for the 
penefit of the colonies since the date of their 
settlement. It is still a powerful link be- 
tween the colonies and the Crown of Great 
Britain, and secures to every subject through- 
out the Empire the right to claim redress 
from the Throne. It provides a remedy in 
many cases not falling within the jurisdiction 
of the ordinary courts of justice. It removes 
causes from the influence of local preposses- 
sion; it affords the means of maintainin 
the uniformity of the law of Englan 
and her colonies which derive a great body 
of their laws from Great Britain, and enables 
them, if they think fit, to obtain a decision in 
the last resort, from the highest judicial 
authority, composed of men of the greatest 
legal capacity existing in the metropolis.” 

The Australian colonies in 1871 
recognised the validity of these reasons, 
and the matter was allowed to drop. It 
was raised again in 1875, by the passing 
of the Act by which the Dominion of 
Canada was created; and again the 
Privy Council pointed out that— 

“this power had been exercised for centuries 
over all the dependancies of the Empire by the 
Sovereign of the mother country sitting in 
Council. By this institution, common to all 
parts of the Empire beyond the seas, all 
matters whatever requiring a judical solution 
may be brought to the cognisance of one Court 
in which all have a voice. To abolish this 
controlling power and abandon each colony 
and dependency to a separate Court of Ape 
of its own, would obviously destroy one of the 
most important ties connecting all parts of the 
Empire in common obedience to the courts of 
law, and to renounce the last and most 
essential mode of exercising the authority of 
the Crown over its possessions abroad.” 

There are other reasons, besides these 
which are stated by the Privy Council, 
which we have now to bear in mind. 
This Constitution is to be an Imperial Act, 
and it is, in substance, the delegation of 
powers to an authority which is created 
by the Imperial Parliament. Is it reason- 
able that when questions arise, as they 
certainly will arise, as to the interpreta- 
tion of the powers of the clause by which 
this authority is delegated, the Imperial 
power which made the delegation shall 
not be represented upon the Court which 
is to give a decision? Then, Sir, there is 
another point. The terms of the clause 
are such as certainly to introduce confu- 
sion where uniformity is most desired. No 
appeal is to lie except where the “ public 
interests” of a portion of Her Majesty’s 
dominions outside Australia are concerned. 
The advice which I have received on the 
subject goes to show that there may be 
endless litigation as to the precise nature 
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of the cases in which public interests wil 

arise. I believe there is no legal authori- 
tative definition of what constitutes public 
interest. I believe it to be extremely 
difficult to say whether in the case of a 
number of individuals, subjects of Her 
Majesty but not, of course, constituting 
in themselves part of Her Majesty’s 
possessions, whether in that case it would 
be held that the public interests of Her 
Majesty’s possessions were involved. 
And if I am rightly informed, therefore, 
a clause of this kind, instead of lessening 
litigation, would increase it, and would 
bring up to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council for its 
decision case after case in which it was a 
question whether or not the public inte- 
rests of Her Majesty’s possessions were 
or were not involved. But there is some- 
thing still more serious than that. Iam 
not going to dwell upon it, because it is 
so exclusively legal that I would rather 
leave it to my hon. friend the Attorney 
General to explain later in the discussion. 
But I am told that under this proposal, as 
it stands, it is almost certain that in the 
confusion of appeals there might be con- 
flict of authority between the new High 
Court and the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. Can there be anything 
worse than two co-equal Courts concur- 
rently giving diverse decisions in matters 
of the greatest importance that may be 
submitted to them affecting the British 
Empire? Lastly, there is also the ques- 
tion, to which I have already referred, 
that the Constitution empowers the new 
Parliament to deal with maritime jurisdic- 
tion, with the Pacific islands, with foreign 
enlistments, and with external affairs. The 
responsibility for the action of the Parlia- 
ment of Australia and its legislation rests 
with us. We may be brought into a 
hostile postion in regard to any foreign 
country in consequence of the action of 
the Colonial Court. Is it reasonable 
that while we still undertake to co- 
operate with the colonies in their 
defence, while the whole strength of the 
Empire would be brought to bear in order 
to protect the interests of the colonies— 
is it reasonable that the question whether 
or not their Parliament has gone beyond 
the powers delegated to it, in some matter 
in which a foreign country—not one of 
Her Majesty’s possessions—is concerned, 
should be settled without an appeal to 
the Privy Council? For these and other 
reasons—-but I have stated the principal 
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ones—Her Majesty’s Government, as 
soon as they obtained the Bill from the | 
Premiers, were desirous of making some | 


amendments. There were several points | 


in regard to which we desired to make | 
changes, but this was the principal one ; | 
and we cordially invited the Governments | 
of the federating colonies to send dele- | 
gates to this country to represent them, | 


to give the necessary explanations and to 


assist us with information in the course | 


of the passage of this Bill through the 
House. We must joyfully acknowledge 
that the Australian colonies could not 
have paid us a greater compliment than 
to send us gentlemen so able and so 
representative as those who constitute 
the delegation ; and I am delighted to say 
that, whatever differences may have 
arisen upon such points as this to which 


I have have been referring, our personal | 
relations, ever since their arrival, have | 


been of the most cordial and friendly 
description. 


by the fact that the referendum had been | 
taken on the Bill, and that, as they con- | 
tended, public opinion had been expressed | 
—from accepting any amendments at all. | 
They argued, and they have argued since, 
that the result of the referendum upon | 
the question whether this Bill should or 
should not pass, whether there should be | 
federation or should not, did in fact | 
imply agreement with every line and | 
every word of the Bill. Of course, | 
holding that view, it became impossible | 
that we should come to a full agreement. | 
It is true that in the first instance the | 
delegates used language which filled our | 
minds with hope, because they said that | 
they interpreted their mandate as one to | 
get this Bill passed intact if they could, | 
and, if not, with the slightest amendment | 
possible. But unfortunately they have 
not been able to tell us that the slight 
amendments which they had in view in- | 
cluded anything so important as_ the 
amendment which we have thought it | 
our duty to make. In these circum- | 
stances the next step was to ask the 
Governments of the federating colonies | 
to enlarge the instructions of their 
delegates, and that was done in a Paper | 


which has been presented to the House. | 


The reply of the Premiers is also in the | 
possession of the House. It is inter- | 
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Now, most unfortunately, | 
as we think, when the delegates arrived | 
in this country we found that they held | 
themselves precluded by their mandate— | 
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and approval of the attitude which they 
have taken up. Of course, everyone 
must be allowed to offer his own opinion 
upon this matter. I confess that to 
me it does not seem to go as far as the 
delegates think. It is not, in effect, s0 
irreconcilable, because while it dogs 
undoubtedly indicate the desire of the 
Premiers that the Bill should pass as jt 
stands, while it does undoubtedly indicate 
their opinion that they have no authority 
to accept the amendment, it does not 
seem to me to imply that if Her 
Majesty’s Government, upon its own 
responsibility, were to make the particu- 
lar amendment suggested there would be 
any strong feeling in Australia, but that 
the people and Governments of Australia 
would be prepared in all good feeling to 
accept the suggestion. We are called 
upon therefore to make our decision. It 
has been recognised by none more 
strongly or more eloquently than by the 
delegates themselves that the position of 
the Imperial Parliament is that of trustee 
for the Empire, and that although the 
policy of reconstruction may be a different 
matter, the right of reconstruction 
undoubtedly rests with us. If, therefore, 
it were a fact that Australia as a whole 
was absolutely united on this question, if 


| the clause exactly as it stands had been 


taken as the irrevocable and final decision 
of the Governments and the people of 
Australia, our position would no doubt 
be a very delicate and very difficult 
one, because, as I have already pointed 
vut, we recognise fully the unwisdom—I 
had almost said the impossibility—of 
pressing views on great self-governing 
communities to which they are absolutely 
opposed. However great we might think 
the mistake that they are making, and 
however great we might think the injury 
to the Empire, still we should have to set 
against that the danger of interfering 
with those rights which they regard as 
their undoubted palladium. I do not. 
know to what conclusion we should have 
come if that had been the position. We 
should have had to consider not the wishes 
of Australia alone. We should have had to 
consider also that, if we accept their view 
as to right of appeal, our decision will 
react upon other colonies just as much 
entitled to consideration as the great 
colonies of Australia—on Canada, on 
South Africa, on New Zealand. I read 
the other day a statement attributed toa 


preted by the delegates as a confirmation | distinguished man—to Sir Henry de 
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Villiers, Chief Justice of the Cape, and 
recently appointed member of the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. Sir 
Henry de Villiers deprecated any change 
in the existing right of appeal. He went 
on to say that if such a change were made 
it would be impossible, or it would be 
unlikely, that either South Africa or 
other parts of the British Empire would 
rest content without a similar, or some 
equal, change being made in reference to 
their position also. What would be the 
result ? The result would be the weaken- 
ing and, probably, ultimately the destruc- 
tion of the Court of Appeal for the 
Empire, and this Court of Appeal, what- 
ever defects it may have possessed, has, 
at all events, worked well in the past. It 
has been acknowledged to have been of 
importance and value to the great colonies, 
and it has within it the germs of a 
still greater, a still more important, 
and a still more beneficent institution. 
Now I come to what is perhaps the most 

leasant portion of my task. Fortunately, 
Her Majesty’s Government are not placed 
in this difficult position. We have not to 
choose between what we firmly believe to 
be the interests of the Empire on the one 
hand and the united and absolutely con- 
vinced opinion of Australia on the other. 
For my part, I do not understand at all 
that in assenting to the Bill by a 
referendum the majority who voted for it 
intended to preclude the Imperial Parlia- 
ment from considering the Bill and from 
making amendments. On the contrary, 
I have information from some of the 
Governments that their intention was 
exactly the reverse, and that they always 
believed that this great mother of Parlia- 
ments, as a proof of its goodwill, would 
give its best consideration to this 
important matter, and, if it saw fit, would 
suggest amendments and changes. It is 
putting too great a strain on the principle 
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of the referendum to say that a referen- | 
dum on a Bill like this, which contains | 
such an enormous number of difficult and | 
different propositions, carries with it) 
assent to every one of those propositions. | 
To say anything of the sort would be | 
directly contrary to the argument used | 
by some of the representatives themselves | 
by which the referendum was carried. | 
The people of Australia were told—“ It | 
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take exception. You have got to con- 
sider this great work as a whole, and if 
as a whole you agree to it and are willing to 
accept it, then vote for the referendum.” 
That is the argument, but that is an 
argument entirely inconsistent with the 
present view that the referendum carries 
with it absolute agreement with every 
line of the Bill. That that is so is proved 
also by the action of the great colony of 
Queensland. Queensland accepted the 
referendum. Queensland, by one of the 
largest majorities, accepted this Bill. And 
yet the delegate of Queensland, the 
Government of Queensland, the Ministers 
of Queensland, and the people of Queens- 
land are at the present time urging, with 
all the strength in their power, that Her 
Majesty’s Government shall restore the 
right of appeal. Queensland, one of the 
five original federating States; Queens- 
land, represented by one of the Premiers 
who refused the other day to enlarge the 
power of the delegate ; Queensland, who 
has sent to us a delegate in common with 
the other colonies, is entirely opposed to 
the view taken by four of the delegates, 
and is strongly in favour of the line 
which Her Majesty’s Government ven- 
ture to recommend to the House. I 
go much further. It is not merely 
a question of Queensland. Since this 
matter has been discussed here, this par- 
ticular question of appeal—not the Bill as 
a whole—has been raised in Australia as 
well as in this country. It has been 
raised as a point for separate discussion 
and decision ; and, while I do not want 
to exaggerate my own case, I can con- 
clusively show to the House that there is 
no such unanimity among the four 
colonies of Australia whose delegates are 
pressing this change as would justify us 
in sacrificing the interests of the Empire 
to the views which are formulated in the 
Bill. The clause was introduced after 
lengthened discussions in convention 
after convention, in the course of which 
different conclusions were arrived at at 
different times. The final decision was 
arrived at by comparatively small 
majorities. I think only thirty-six mem- 
bers were present out of a convention of 
nearly sixty members. I do not doubt, 
however, that it represented the view of 
the convention at that time, but I may 


is not so much your duty at the present | point out that Queensland was then 
moment to look to the individual parts | absent, and that if the Queensland dele- 


of the Bill, to this clause or to that section | gates, twelve 
of a clause to which you may possibly | present, 


in number, had been 
the decision of the Confer- 
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ence would have been 
Australasia has seven colonies. Six of 
them are federating now. One of 
them is contempiating the possibility of 
federation. Of those seven colonies the 
Governments of three are strongly in 
favour of our view. The proportion of 
opinion as represented by the public 
statements of the Governments concerned 
in Australasia is as three to four. But 
that is not all. The Premier of Queens- 
land declares that the Government and 
the people of Queensland are strongly in 
favour of the alteration. In Western 
Australia the Ministers are unanimously 
in favour of the amendment of Clause 74. 
They are of opinion— 


“that by the possession of one Court of 
Appeal for the whole British race, whose 
decisions are final and binding on all the 
Courts of the Empire, there is constituted a 
bond between all British people which should 
be maintained inviolate as the keystone of 
Imperial unity.” 


The Government of New Zealand say 
that— 

“in the best interests of the Empire the 
right of appeal on constitutional grounds is 
one of the strongest links binding us to the 
mother country.” 


That is sufficient, I think, to show the 
character of the opinion in three out 
of the seven colonies. But what 
about the remainder? What about 
New South Wales? New South Wales 
is the mother colony. When the Con- 
stitution was submitted to the Legis- 
lature of New South Wales both Houses 
passed resolutions urging amendments 
to maintain the right of appeal. 
They were subsequently outvoted in the 
convention, but their opinion remains, 
and I think it is also the opinion of the 
majority of the people. Yesterday I 
received a telegram in which it is stated 
that the Prime Minister is reported by 
the newspapers to have made a speech in 
which he emphasised his loyalty to federa- 
tion —at one time, I believe, he was 
opposed to federation—and declared that 
at the recent conference of Premiers at 
Melbourne the Premiers took a constitu- 
tional course; that they also intimated 
that they did not think the alteration 
suggested by me would jeopardise the 
Bill; that Her Majesty’s Government 
would probably amend the Bill if only on 
account of the desirability of making the 
appeal uniform in all British colonies, 
without which uniformity the rights of 
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| British subjects would differ in different 
places; and that they hoped Her 
| Majesty’s Government would not amend 
the Bill in any other clause, as, if an 
other changes were attempted, it would be 
a source of great danger to the rest. 
That, of course, is a condensed report, 
and I give it for what it is worth, but 
certainly the implication of that re- 
port is that if the changes were confined 
‘to the particular change I am advoca- 
‘ting there would be no serious objec- 
tion on the part of New South Wales, 
|Then I come to a remarkable expression 
|of opinion, that of the Chief Justices for 
the Colonies in Australasia. The seven 
Chief Justices are unanimously in favour 
of the maintenance of the right of appeal. 
In the newspapers this morning I saw a 
letter from my right hon. friend Mr, 
Kingston, the delegate from South 
Australia, in which there were expressions 
which I very much regret and which I am 
inclined to hope he himself will regret 
| having rather hastily used. He suggests 
‘that the Chief Justices of Australia are 
moved in the opinion they have given by 
the hope of being appointed to the new 
Court of Appeal which may hereafter be 
created, [Laughterand cheers.] Let me 
‘remind my right hon. friend and also 
'those Members of the House who are 
inclined to cheer that statement that one 
of the arguments most eloquently pressed 
'on us by the delegates in their memo- 
| randum is that the Bench in Australasia is 
as pure, as high-minded, and has as great 
judicial capacity as can be found any- 
where in the British dominions. We 
have welcomed that assertion. We agree 
with that assertion, but then you cannot, 
‘at the same time, apply to this self-same 
ench the sordid and unworthy motive 
which has been suggested. I do not 
believe there is any motive at all, either 
in the opinion which has been given by 
the Chief Justices, or in the opinion 
which has been given on the other side by 
lawyers who possibly may profit by 
retaining the appeal at home. In neither 
case do I believe that either party has 
been moved in the slightest degree by any 
feeling other than a desire that the 
best interests of Australia should be 
considered. I say it is a most remark- 
able and a very strong feature in my case 
that the Chief Justices, who are all men 
of the highest capacity, who have 
enjoyed the greatest respect and popu- 
‘larity in Australia, and who are recog- 
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n'sed here as most distinguished men, 
should be unanimously in favour of the 
alteration. I inquired about newspaper 
opinion. I knew no other way of getting 
at popular opinion ; and what do 
I find that the enormous preponderance of 
newspaper opinion is in favourof the repeal 
of this clause. Just before I entered this 
House I received a telegram from Victoria, 
the other great colony, next in popula. 
tion to New South Wales. This telegram, 


which is from the officer administering the | 


Government, says— 


“The amendment of Section 74 of the | 
Federation Bill is vigorously supported in all | 


the newspapers of Victoria to-day. I have 
ascertained the opinion of as many_trust- 


worthy persons of all classes as possible. I , ; 2 
nok * |think they are substantially the same. 


have not met one opposed to your amend- 
ment. If the amendment is substantial] 


confined to Section 74 you will be enthusiasti- 


cally approved throughout all Victoria.” 


The Chambers of Commerce of Sydney, 
Adelaide, and Brisbane have all communi- 


cated through the Prime Ministers of | 


these colonies urging the maintenance of 


the appeal; public bodies like the Mel- | 
bourne Metropolitan Board of Works, | 


representatives of trade in public meet- 
ings, representatives of the Bar, the 
banks, insurance corporations, and others 
—representative bodies whose interests 


are, of course, largely concerned in this | 


matter—all are unanimously in favour of 


maintaining the appeal, and, to the best | 


of my knowledge and belief, there has not 


been held one single meeting throughout | 


Australia against the proposal. I do not 
wish to attach too much importance to 
what may be one-sided opinion. I do not 
deny, in fact, I most readily admit, that 
there is a strong opinion in favour of the 


Bill which is not represented by any of | 
the quotations I have read to the House, | 


and which has not come to me in the 


course of these discussions except from | 
| may be done hereafter. 
‘the House that the present position is not 
satisfactory. 
| we found a Bill prepared by my pre 
'decessor by which it was proposed to call 
to the Privy Council one representative of 


the statements of the delegates who are in 
this country. I admit that there is a 


strong, and I have no doubt an equally | 


patriotic, opinion ; but what I say, and 


what I think the House will be absolutely | 
convinced of, is that there is no such | 
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lines, but no doubt substantial in impor- 
tance—which will preserve for Australia 
precisely the same right of appeal as is 
now enjoyed by Canada, South Africa, 
and India. I believe that it is called for 
by the interests of the Empire, and I trust 
and believe that it will be accepted by the 
people of Australia as made in a spirit of 
co-operation and not at all of antagonism, 
and in full belief in our sincere interest in 
and approval of the great work which 
they have carried out. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Are the amendments 
set out in the Blue-book ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No; but I 


There is only one other point to which I 
wish to call the attention of the House. 


| In the conferences which Her Majesty’s 
| Government held with the delegates from 


Australia allusion was made toa desire 
which has long been entertained by Her 
Majesty’s Government to reconsider the 
constitution of the Supreme Court of the 
Empire. What the Lord Chancellor, as 
representing specially the Government in 
this matter, has had in view has been an 


amalgamation of the Judicial Committee 
‘of the Privy Council with the appeal 
jurisdiction of the House of Lords. — But 
'the House will readily see—the legal 


Members perhaps more readily than 


others—that this would be a very great 
change, involving very difficult and im- 
portant constitutional questions, about 
which it would be of the highest import- 
ance to consult Canada and the other 
colonies and 
| Therefore, in this matter, as in the 
matter I previously referred to of the 
interpretation of colonial laws within the 
Act, we have to provide for the imme- 
diate future without prejudice to what 


dependencies interested. 


I would remind 


When we came into office, 


unanimity as should make us hesitate in | Canada, South Africa, and Australia to 


amatter of this vast importance, at all | 
| Council. 
at any rate, retain the right of appeal as | pigeon-holes of the Colonial Office. 
it is under these circum- | Majesty’s Government adopted it because, 
‘although they thought it was not satis- 
| factory, still it was a tentative step which 
would give us some experience, and 
seemed to meet the wish, already ex- 


events to take time, and for the present, 


it now exists. 


stances that I have no hesitation in 


recommending the amendments—very 
small in point of extent, involving the 
alteration of only a few words or a few 





assist in the deliberations of the Privy 


I found that scheme in the 
Her 











75 Commonwealth of Australia 


pressed, of the colonies. That was passed 
in the first session of the present Parlia- 
ment. The result has been as we expected. 
It made no proposal for paying these 
gentlemen. The Australian colonies and 
the other colonies concerned—I am not 
quite certain about Canada—did not pro- 
pose to pay themselves, and that, confined 
the selection, and the gentlemen actually 


selected were Judges of high distinction, | 


but who were still engaged in judicial 
functions in the several colonies. The 
result was that they could not be here 
permanently to deal with colonial cases 
in which they were interested. Another 
subsidiary result was that, when they 
were here and a colonial case came up, it 
might be one with which they had already 
dealt in their judicial capacity in the 
colonies. Practically, therefore, although 
some of these Judges—I believe all of 
them—have taken their seats and have 
assisted in the deliberations of the Judicial 
Committee, we have not secured, by 
means of that Act, such a permanent 
constitution of the Judicial Committee 
as would make it certain that on every 
occasion when a colonial case was involved 
there was a colonial Judge with full 
knowledge of local conditions well quali- 
fied to advise his colleagues. Therefore, 
what we propose, pending further con- 
sideration which must be. given to any 
greater scheme, is to appoint for seven 
years a representative from each of these 
colonies and India, to be members of 
the Privy Council, who shall also 
act during that period as Lords of 
Appeal, and upon whom will be 
conferred life peerages, so that they may 
continue to sit in the House of Lords, 
although they will not act as Judges after 
the term of their service has expired. It 
may be that those services will be re- 
newed, and provision may be taken to 
renew them if thought desirable. The 
Judges so appointed will be paid the same 
salaries as the Lords of Appeal are now 
paid, and payment will be made at the 
cost of the Imperial Parliament. Sir, 
that is the proposal which I hope will be 
submitted to the other House of Parlia- 
ment in a very few days, and which I 
hope will be approved by Parliament as 
a whole. I feel I ought to apologise to 
the House. I have travelled over a 
great number of subjects in the course of 
this long review of an intricate subject. 
I have now only to ask the House to con- 
sent to the introduction of this Bill. I 


Mr. J. Chamberlain : 
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| hope they will be content subsequently to 
| pass it exactly as it has been introduced, 
'I am quite certain that no more im- 
portant measure of legislation has ever 
| been presented to Parliament, and that 
nothing throughout the whole course of 
'the Queen’s reign will be a more bene- 
'ficent feature in that long and glorious 
history. 

_ Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to introduce a Bill 
to constitute the Commonwealth of 
Australia.” —(Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The full explanation 
of the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down has justified the alarm with 
which many of us on this side of the 
House contemplated the possibility of 
this Bill being introduced under the ten 
minutes Rule. It was most desirable that 
the right hon. Gentleman should have an 

opportunity of making a full declaration 
of his policy, and I am sure all who have 
listened will not only admire, but profit 
by the extremely clear and full account 
he has given of the past history of the 
question, and of the details of the present 
proposal. But I wish that on this ocea- 
sion we could adopt the celebrated Rule 
in one portion, but not the other. I 
think it would best represent the public 
desire, and certainly the interests of the 
House, that the right hon. Gentleman 
should have, as he has had, an opportunity 
for this full explanation, but that the 
| speeches which are to follow should be as 
few and as brief as possible. As far as I 
am concerned, I have no intention what- 
ever of occupying time with any elaborate 
‘analysis of all the proposals which the 
right hon. Gentleman has made. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that no doubt 
many would envy him the opportunity 
he enjoyed of bringing in this Bill. We 
all reciprocate that. It is not difficult to 
interpret the feeling of our countrymen 
on the introduction of this measure. 
There has been a deep, almost an affec- 
tionate, interest in the efforts which have 
been made so long by the statesmen and 
people of Australia to give themselves the 
form and status of a nation, and it has 
been with the utmost satisfaction that in 
the course of this great constitutional 


movement we have been able to discern a - 


total absence of any shade, tinge, or trace 
| of impatience or reluctance with regard to. 











ly to 
iced, 


ever 
that 
e of 
ene- 
‘ious 


sed, 
Bill 











77 Commonwealth of Australia {14 May 1900} Constitution Bill. 78 


the relations between this country and {themselves by solemn plébiscite to the 
the colonies. That, indeed, was no more | provisions of the Bill, and then they insist 
than might be expected. The close, and| on a change, thus—in effect, though I 
ever closer, intercommunication, and the | agree not in intention—giving an open 
exchange of domicile constantly going on, | rebuff to the Australian people. [* No, 
the community of interest between them, |no!”] In effect, not in intention, 
the mutual pride which we have in each | giving an open rebuff—[“No, no!”] 
other, all help to strengthen year by year |—and flouting the representations of 
the original tie of blood and kinship. The | the delegates of the people. [‘ No, no!”] 
wise policy which has been pursued of | Now, the right hon. Gentleman has en- 
allowing these great, vigorous, young | deavoured to make good in his speech 
communities what is practically complete | that which he has put at considerable 
independence to administer their affairs | length into the Blue-book ; he has tried 
has had an admirable result. The freer | to dispose of the validity, the genuine- 
they have been from interference or | ness of the authority of the opinion ex- 
patronage on our part, the warmer has pressed by and on the part of the Aus- 
been their sentiment towards this country, tralian people; and he has thought it 
and I need hardly point out, for it has right as Colonial Minister—I do not 
been prominently before us of late, that know that it has ever been done before— 
they have again and again offered their | to go behind the appointed representa- 
most precious possession—the lives of | tives of the people. He invites his 
their sons—whenever they thought the | Governors to go about picking up gossip, 
mother country needed them. Therefore | he extorts opinions, even in some cases 
we need not be surprised that among from unwilling lips, he gives a number of 
men of all political opinions and parties | messages from chambers of commerce, 
in this country there is but one common | from banks, and other institutions. But 
desire—that this great constitutional what is the value of these opinions unless 
scheme, designed and well calculated as | we know what are their opinions upon 
it is to give strength and prosperity not the general question, and unless we know 
only to Australia, but to the British Em-| whether those who give them are opposed 
pire, should take effect with as little delay | to federation altogether, or are chafing 
as possible. Up to this I have spoken of | under the rejection of their own views ? 
satisfaction and a common feeling of joy I think many of these opinions quoted 
and common interest. But there is some- | to-night are vitiated somewhat by the 
thing more. I am afraid there will be | fact that they miss the real object at 
widely felt a feeling of deep regret and | issue. We have heard of opinions in 
disappointment that the Government have | favour of retaining the appeal to the Privy 
felt themselves obliged not to accept the Council, but the questionat issue is, Are we 
proposition in its entirety, though it had | prepared to interpret this instrument as it 
received the stamp of the approval of the is interpreted by the people of Australia ? 
whole Australian people. If what is Then the right hon. Gentleman quotes 
proposed was to be done, it surely is not extracts from newspapers. Well, we 
now it should have been done, but two or know how newspaper opinion can be an 
three years ago. A prudent and careful has been worked, not only in this, but 
Minister would have set himself to bring in other instances. We should like to 
about a harmonious understanding and know something more about these news- 
arrangement upon the points of difference papers. In one colony the right hon. 
which existed. The right hon. Gentleman Gentleman is opposed by a Conservative 
spoke of conferences in the Jubilee year, free trade journal, but supported by the 
and quoted from a memorandum, but that Liberal protectionist journal. The de- 
isnot enough. Negotiations went on in | sc1iption is confusing, and we should like 
Australia, conventions were held, and the to be better informed as to the ground on 
proceedings were reported at great length, which we stand, before we accept in bulk 
draft Bills were published, different newspaper criticism and opinion. This 
amendments were published and the argu- | gathering up of opinions behind the backs 
ments by which they were supported or of the delegates representing the Aus- 
rejected were published, and everyone | tralian people is the proceeding of some 
knew all about it, but the Government eager local political partisan, and not 
did nothing. They reserved action until | such as we are accustomed to see on the 
the people of Australia had committed | part of a calm British Minister dealing 
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with a great constitutional development 
on the part of loyal and _ intelligent 
colonists. Well, this is not the stage at 
which such questions can be approxi- 
mately discussed. We shall have a time— 
those of us especially who are learned inthe 
law and competent to take part in these 
debates on the ground of their legal 
learning—we shall have a time to con- 
sider what the right hon. Gentleman has 
said; but simple people, and I class 
myself among them, not being in the least 
learned in the law, will ask why should it be 
so dangerous to leave the interpretation 
of the Commonwealth Act to those best 
acquainted with the circumstances and 
the state of feeling out of which 
it has arisen? Surely those who 
have framed it, who have seen the 
growth of the whole question, know what 
was intended when the Act was passed by 
the Australian people, and are better able 
to judge of the spirit and intention than 
persons who, though more learned, have 
no such acquaintance with local feeling. 
It is enough for me to say in the mean- 
time that, even if all that legal ingenuity 
can urge in favour of the step taken by 
the Government were true, there still 
would remain the formidable objection 
that, even if it were a desirable thing to 
accomplish, and even if there were some 
little prospective danger to be warded off, 
it is not worth the consequences that may 
follow from the step the Government are 
taking for the sake of what is, after all, a 
small technical point. In order to over- 
come a difficulty that might be otherwise 
met we are to break in upon a solemn 
instrument, which represents not only the 
will of the Australian people, but a 
covenant and contract entered into by the 
colonies among themselves. We are to 
break in upon that and throw the whole 
question of federation back into the field 
of political agitation. Will it not involve 
a further appeal to the Australian people ? 
[“ No.”] I am disposed to form a con- 
trary opinion. We are to deprive our 
action of the grace attaching to a hearty 
and confident reception ; we sow the seeds 
of complaint and dissatisfaction little 
favourable to lasting unity. Therefore, 
as far as we on this side of the House are 
concerned, we will not be parties to taking 
the line the Government and the right 
hon. Gentleman propose. We will at the 
proper time support such an Amendment 
as may in some measure, at all events, 
modify the great mistake in Imperial 
Sir H. Campbell Bannerman, 
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policy which has been disclosed to us 
to-night. 


*Mr. FABER (York): I must crave the 
indulgence of the House upon this, my 
first occasion of addressing it, and I must 
ask the pardon of the House for ventur- 
ing to speak in so important a debate, 
My only excuse is that the subject is not 
an unfamiliar one to me, inasmuch as | 
was the Registrar of the Privy Council for 
nine years, and during that time all 
appeals from the colonies and from India 
passed through my hands. As regards 
the question of the new Constitution for 
Australia, I think that all that is necessary 
for me to say is, that I most heartily con- 
gratulate Australia on the fact that she is 
about, at last, to obtain the object of her 
i desire. But the proposed limitation of 
the appeal to the Privy Council falls alto- 
gether into a different category. Thatisa 
matter which concerns, not Australia 
alone, but Australia in relation to this 
country ; and, more than that, concerns 
our whole Empire. The Privy Council 
appeal is the right, in the last resort, of 
every subject of Her Majesty’s Dominions 
beyond the seas to petition the Sovereign 
for justice; it is the prerogative 





right of the Sovereign to hear all 
such matters of complaint, and to 


grant such redress as the Sovereign 
may think fit. The Sovereign delegates 
the hearing to the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, who report their 
opinion to the Sovereign ; the Sovereign 
‘confirms their Report by an Order in 
Council ; until so confirmed the Report 
has no validity whatever. It has been 
found necessary, from time to time, to 
| cut down and modify the right of appeal 
| of the subject. Throughout our Empire 
abroad, speaking generally, the subject 
has no right of appeal, unless the value of 
the matter in issue is £500 or over. 
Otherwise, special leave to appeal must 
be obtained from the Privy Council before 
an appeal can be brought. In the case of 
the Supreme Court of Canada, the subject 
has no right of appeal to the Privy 
Council at all. Special leave to appeal 
must in every case be obtained, and until 
that is obtained, the subject is precluded 
from any appeal so far as the Privy Council 
is concerned. But this is the first occasion 
on which it has been sought to cut down 
the prerogative right of the Sovereign to 
admit any appeal whatever, as she may 
think fit, to her Privy Council. I 
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here and in Australia, that such a 
course ought not to be taken without 
cogent reasons being shown for it. What 
are these reasons? The first reason 
which has been adduced is that the people 
of Australia wish it. But are we quite 
justified in arriving at this conclusion? I 
know that a Bill of 128 Clauses was sub- 
mitted to five of the colonies of Australia 
by a referendum, and that those colonies 
assented to it by large majorities, but did 
they do anything more than say “ yea” 
to the great question, “Shall Australia 
be federated?” Are we justified in 
assuming from their answer that they 
approved of the Privy Council clause in 
the Bill? I venture to doubt whether 
most of those who answered “yea” 
knew that there was this Privy Council 
clause in the Bill at all, or if they did 
know, whether they were aware of 
the meaning of it. I do not think 
the Privy Council question is a 
“popular” question at all. It is a 
question for the experts of Australia, 
and the experts are deeply divided upon 
it. Legal opinion in Australia, so far as 
we know, seems to be largely in favour 
of retaining the Privy Council appeal. 
In these circumstances, are we justified 
in making a radical change of this kind, 
on the ground that it is desired by the 
Australian people ? I do not think that we 
are. Another point that is taken is that 
all that Australia desires is the right to 
interpret her own Constitution ; but the 
latter part of Clause 74 of the Bill goes 
far beyond this, for it provides that the 
Parliament of Australia may make laws, 
further limiting the Royal prerogative ; 
and under such a power, that Parliament 
may at any time cut away the preroga- 
tive altogether, and certainly destroy the 
Privy Council appeal. It is put forward, 
in favour of this right to interpret her 
own Constitution, that the Australian 
Courts are the best judges in such a 
matter, and that Australia ought to have 
such a right, as a matter of self-govern- 
ment. But is it a matter of self- 
government at all? The colonies of 
Australia have been governing them- 
selves, in the fullest sense of the word, 
for years; and yet there has been all 
the time an appeal to the Privy 
Council, which has worked perfectly 
smoothly, and has interfered in no way 
with self-government, for the reason that 


the two move altogether on different 


{14 May 1900} 
think we shall be all agreed, both | planes. 
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Is not the Dominion of Canada 
self-governing ? There there is the free, 
unrestricted prerogative of the Sovereign 
to admit any appeal to the Privy Council 
she may think fit. In 1867 the British 
North America Act was passed, which 
incorporated the various provinces of 
Canada into one Dominion. That Act 
ascribed certain topics of legislation to 
the Dominion legislature, and certain 
topics to the legislatures of the Provinces. 
Questions constantly arose, between the 
Dominion and the Provinces, as to 
whether a particular topic of legislation 
fell within the powers of the Dominion 
or of a Province; large questions, in 
which the people of Canada were deeply 
interested—questions of education, of 
liquor-licence, of boundaries, of the rights 
of the Indians, among many others. 
These questions came, in the last resort, 
before the Privy Council, and I think the 
people of Canada were glad that they 
did, and were well satisfied with the 
decisions given. I should confidently 
appeal to the people of Canada to-day, 
to say whether or no they would pre- 
fer to keep the Privy Council appeal. 
I feel certain that their answer would be 
in the affirmative. Moreover, Clause 74 
of the Bill, as I understand it, will not 
work, and is almost sure to lead to 
friction between the High Court of 
Australia and the Privy Council. May I 
take, if I am not wearying the House, 
just two or three cases? Suppose a case, 
involving the interpretation of the Con- 
stitution, is brought in the Supreme 
Court of the State of New South Wales, 
as it may be, and that the judgment of 
that Court satisfies neither party ; suppose 
that each side appeals, one to the High 
Court of Australia, the other direct to 
the Privy Council, and that the two tri- 
bunals differ ; both will be final in the 
matter, though they conflict with each 
other. Whichisto govern? Take another 
similar case involving the interpretation 
of the Constitution, which might easily 
arise. An action, on a question arising 
on the Constitution, is brought in the 
Supreme Court of the State of New 
South Wales. An action is brcught, alto- 
gether independently, in the Supreme 
Court of the State of Victoria, happening 
to involve the same point; one case is 
appealed to the High Court of Australia 


and the other to the Privy Council. The 
two Courts take divergent views. Again 
you will have judicial chaos. Take 
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another case. Clause 74 provides that 
there is to be no appeal to the Privy Council 
from the High Court of Australia in 
matters involving the interpretation of the 
Constitution. But who is to decide whether 
it is a matter involving the Constitution 
or not? The High Court of Australia 
may think that it is and may decide the 


MONS} 


has arrived at the Privy Council office 
there is no delay in bringing the matter 
on for hearing, unless the parties them 
selves delay it. If the criticism means 
that there is delay in delivering judg. 
ment, then I must confess that there 
have been delays. But Ido not think 
that fault is confined to tle Privy Council 
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question finally ; but the party aggrieved | alone. I think that many of our Courts 
by the decision may present a petition to in this country, and perhaps in the 
the Privy Council on the ground that the | colonies, are equally open to that criticism, 
interpretation of the Constitution of I venture to doubt whether judges are 
Australia is not involved, and the Privy | sufficiently alive to the serious inconve- 
Council may take that view and grant nience which is caused to suitors by 
leave to appeal, and hear the appeal, and delaying judgment in an appeal for 
the decision of the Privy Council may be sometimes many months after the 
different to the decision of the High hearing. Another objection which has 
Court of Australia. In such a case as| been made to the Privy Council appeal 
that you will not only have a difference is its expense. I know that all liti- 
of opinion, but direct conflict between the | gation is expensive and that law is a 
two tribunals, the High Court of Aus-| luxury of the most expensive nature, [| 
tralia considering that the Privy Council | do not think, however, that an appeal to 
has assumed jurisdiction that does not | the Privy Council is any more expensive 
belong to it. Exactly the same case may | than an appeal to the House of Lords, and 
arise in the interpretation of “ public | I venture to doubt whether it is any more 
interests” of Her Majesty's Dominions | expensive than an appeal will be to the 
outside the Commonwealth referred | High Court of Australia. Another objec- 
to by Clause 74. The High Court of | tion taken—and the most serious one of 
Australia may decide that public interests | all—is, that the Privy Council is not a 





outside the Commonwealth are not con- 
cerned, whereas the Privy Council may 
hold that public interests are concerned. 


There again you would have a direct | 


conflict between the two tribunals. I 
would much sooner see the Privy Council 
appeal done away with altogether, and 
the High Court of Australia made 
supreme in all matters, than I would run 


the risk of the jurisdiction of these two | 


tribunals so overlapping as to be almost 
certain to come into collision. Then 
there is a different objection which has 
been taken to the Privy Council appeal, 
and I allude to it because the subject has 
come within my own experience. It has 
been said that there are long delays in 
the Privy Council. My memory tells me 
that, so far as delay is concerned, in 
bringing a case before the Privy Council, 
that criticism is scarcely justified by the 
facts. I know there have been long 
delays in cases from Australia and else- 
where, but they have generally taken 
place in the colony from which the appeal 
has come, and before the record of the 
proceedings has reached the Privy 
Council office. It frequently takes a 
long time to prepare the record in the 
colony, and that is where the real delay, 
as a rule, occurs. But when the record 
Mr. Faber. 


| strong enough tribunal ; that, in the words 
_of one of the Delegates, the Privy Council 
is not a tribunal that this country would 
be satisfied with. In answer to the latter 
| part of that criticism I may say that for 
years past the Privy Council has been a 
stronger tribunal than the House of Lords, 
which is the final Court in this country 
To-day the Privy Council consists not only 
of all the Lords who sit judicially in 
House of Lords cases, but of many mem- 
bers besides, including three distinguished 
judges from Canada, Australia, and South 
Africa. The real trouble does not lie 
there, but it lies in the fact that when 
the Privy Council and the House of Lords 
sit at the same time, as they frequently 
do, it is very difficult to make up two 
strong Courts, with the result that one is 
apt to be sacrificed to the other. There 
is only one remedy for this, and that is, 
that there ought to be more paid judges. 
We have relied far too much in the past 
upon gratuitous assistance, which has been 
nobly given, and which nobody desires 
to criticise. ‘But when you have paid 
judges vou have, of course, a right to call 
for their services, which you have not 
when they are unpaid. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for the 
| Colonies, who introduced this Bill, has 
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foreshadowed the change that is going 
to be made. I myself hope the Privy 
Council will not be incorporated in the 
House of Lords. I am sure such a 
scheme would not be agreeable to India. 
The natives of India set great store by 
the fact that their appeals are made to 
the Queen Empress. Nor do I think it 
would be agreeable to the colonies. There 
are many Parliaments in the British 
Empire, but there is only one Crown, and 
I think the colonies, if they had to choose 
between the two, would prefer a strong 
Privy Council, which is the Court of the 
Sovereign, to the House of Lords, which 
isa Court of our Parliament. In my view 
the time has now come for the establish- 


{14 May 1900} 





ment of a new Court altogether, which 
would be neither the Privy Council nor the | 
House of Lords. What I should like to | 
see established would be a Court entitled | 
“Her Majesty’s Supreme Court of the | 
“British Empire.” Such a Court would | 
satisfy both the colonies and India. Let | 
it consist of eleven paid judges at least :— | 
the Lord Chancellor, six Lords of Appeal | 
from this country, three Lords of Appeal | 
from the colonies, and one from India. 
Divide the Court into two divisions, and 
let the two divisions sit at the same 
time. Let one take the English, Irish, 
and Scotch appeals, and let the other deal | 
with Colonial and Indian appeals. Let 
the quorum in each case be five; in a 
Court of final resort, such as this, I think | 
the parties are entitled to have their 
cases tried by five judges at least. I 
know this will cost money, but it is worth | 
it, if it is worth keeping the appeal from 
the colonies to this country. Running 
the Empire on the cheap is an expensive. 
process in the end. I say it is worth 
keeping the appeal to this country. The 
Privy Council appeal in the past has been 
the strongest bond of union between this 
country and the colonies. A Canadian 
barrister once remarked to me that it was 
the one link between Canada and this 
country. I know that the old idea of | 
treating our colonies as encumbrances 
has passed away for ever. We all look 
upon them now as a joy and a glory— | 
aye, and in our hour of need a strong 
help also. Thanks to the Secretary of | 


‘third substantial amendment is 
| shadowed, but has not been alluded to by 


State for the Colonies, the Premier of | 


Canada, Lord Strathcona, and eminent 
men in Australia and New Zealand, 
the fire of patriotism burns in our 
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Africa, men from Canada, New Zealand, 
and Australia are fighting side by side 
with men from England, Ireland, and 
Scotland, under one flag. With the 
copious outpouring of their blood they 
are sealing our Empire together. In the 
words of a great orator— 


“Their blood has flowed in the same stream 
and drenched the same field ; when the chill 
morning dawned their dead lay cold and stark 
together; in the same deep pit their bodies 
were deposited ; the green corn of spring breaks 
from their commingled dust; the dew falls 
from heaven upon their union in the grave.” 


While they in their lives and their deaths 
are joining our Empire together, do not let 
us at home be putting it asunder, as we 
shall be doing if we strike at the Privy 
Council appeal. The Privy Council, or 
some such Appeal Court as I have indi- 
cated, is the keystone upon which, if we 
work wisely, we may build up the great 
edifice of Imperial Federation. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I hope the 
Attorney General will be able to answer 


/a question with which I wish to begin. 


He probably has the amendments before 
him, and I wish to know whether the two 
main amendments placed before us by 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


_are the only two substantial amendments. 


My reason for beginning with this ques- 
is that on page 19 of the Blue-book a 
fore- 


the right hon. Gentleman. It concerns 
merchant shipping, and I wish to know 
whether it is to be made or not. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rogpert FINtAy, Inverness Burghs) : 
The two amendments mentioned by my 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary 
are the only two amendments of a sub- 
stantial character. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: And the 
words as to the Commonwealth Constitu- 
tion being in force on> merchant shipping 
from Commonwealth port to Common- 
wealth port are to remain in the Bill. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Yes. 


| *Sir CHARLES DILKE: I am glad 


| 


to hear that. It is a very excellent 


colonies with a pure clear flame which | thing that the grounds of difference 


is the wonder of the world. 


In South | should be narrowed down to two, which, 
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in my opinion, are substantially one, and 
that this question of merchant shipping 
is not t» be raised on this occasion. The 
two points which the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies has placed before 
us to-night are those which he thinks 
so important that, while waiving smaller 
matters, it is necessary that we should 
enter into a sort of friendly conflict con- 
cerning them with the Australian people, 
who have pronounced in a referendum in 
favour of this Bill. The first of these 
points refers to the application of the 
Colonial Laws Validity Act, and the other 
refers to the special leave to appeal. No 
one denies the applicability to all the 
colonies of the prin¢iple of the Colonial 
Laws Validity Act. The Secretary of 
State in his introductory speech alluded 
to it as being thought to be unnecessary 
by the Australians, and he argued that it 
was necessary. But how in the world is 
it possible to attach the importance to 
this matter which the Government does, 
to enter into a conflict regarding it, and 
to render a reopening of the whole con- 
stitutional question in Australia'necessary, 
when the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies himself tells us that all the | 
Colonial Laws Validity Act does is to | 
confirm the already existing law of the | 
“mpire which is the law without it, and | 
to preserve portions of Colonial Acts 
which otherwise would fall to the ground. 
The Colonial Secrétary to-night explained | 
the meaning of the Colonial Laws 
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closely connected? The Colonial Secre- 
tary argued that we must rely upon 
statute and that we must run the risk of 
altering the Bill as it stands, because we 
cannot rely on what he calls the veto, 
He implied in his speech that the veto in 
the case of great dominions such as the 
Commonwealth cannot be applied. That 
is not the case. I ventured to move to- 
day for a continuation of the Return issued 
in 1894 on this very question. It will be 
seen from that Return that a considerable 
number of Colonial Acts have either been 
reserved, which was the old practice, or con- 
tained a suspensory clause providing that 
they should not come into force until they 
have been scrutinised at home. In some 
cases controversy arose and the Acts 
were dropped. My point against these 
changes is that they are unnecessary. It 
is not necessary to introduce the Colonial 
Laws Validity Act, because it is admitted 
that its principle applies to all the 
Colonies, and would be enforced by every 
Court in the Empire, and with regard 
to any other dangers they are amply 
guarded against by the power of reserva- 
tion or by a suspensory clause, or else 
they concern the Executive Government, 
and are entirely outside the question 
That is my case against 
these changes. We should be able to 
judge the cases likely to arise in Australia 
by looking at the cases which have arisen 
in Canada. These have been cases con- 
cerning copyright, merchant shipping, and 


Validity Act. The effect of this Act | marriage with a deceased wife's sister. 
was most ably argued by the right | Now, as regards copyright, there has 


hon. Gentleman the Member | 


West Monmouth in one of his letters, | 
signed “ Historicus,” in The Times. The 
Colonial Secretary adopts his view, 
and says that the principle of the 


Colonial Laws Validity Act is that it is | 


an enabling statute to preserve portions | 
of colonial laws which otherwise would 
have fallen through by reason of conflict 
with our laws. Where is the necessity to 
enter into a conflict as regards the appli- 
eability of that Act to Australia? The 
principle exists, everyone admits it, and 
no colony can divest itself of it. It is 
accepted by every Court and by the repre- 
sentatives of every colony, and why, 
therefore, enter into a conflict regarding 
it? Is it worth while to run all the risks 
which an alteration of the Act would 
imply either with regard to the Colonial 
Laws Validity Act or to the whole ques- 
tion of appeal, both being in reality 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


for | never 





been any conflict between us 
and the Australians, and there is not 
likely to be any conflict. It is a ques- 
tion not likely to arise in Australia, 
although it has risen frequently in 
Canada. The case of merchant shippin 
is one which has arisen in Canada a 
may arise in Anstralia, but it is amply 
provided for by means of the power of 
reservation or by a suspensory clause, as in 
the case of Canada. There cannot be abso- 
lute uniformity in all our merchant ship- 
ping laws. That is gone beyond recovery. 
We have different codes in India and in 
New Zealand. In New Zealand especi- 
ally there are enormous differences, as an 
advanced principle with regard to mer- 
chant shipping has been adopted in her 
laws, with reference to the Manning Scale, 
and the provisions with regard to rate of 
wage, and these have been conceded to 
New Zealand without any reservation of 
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the Act. Until you get uniformity of | these dangers may be guarded against by 
legislation in large groups of colonies, all| an appeal to the Queen in Council. 


‘the dangers you apprehend are amply | I confess I cannot see how they can be 


provided against, either by reservation or | guarded against in such a way. With 
a suspensory clause. Remember that | reference to danger arising out of the 
under this Constitution there is power | Foreign Enlistment Act I think it would 
iven to the Governor-General to send | be far better to stop at once the danger- 
the Bill back to the Parliament of the ous clauses in any such Act rather than 
Commonwealth with suggestions for| wait until feeling was exasperated and 
amendment, and of course in such a case! actual danger had arisen in the colonies. 
it is certain that such amendments would | These are dangers which can be guarded 
be a matter for discussion between the | against at the time, but they are not 
Home Government and the Common-| dangers which when conflict has arisen 
wealth Government, or for greater| and when passion is aroused can be got 
security the Act would of course be re-| rid of by an appeal to the Queen in 
served, With regard to the question of| Council. The Colonial Secretary to- 
appeal, I ask why many of the arguments | night told the House that when the Colo- 
addressed to us to-night should have been | nial Prime Ministers were here at the time 
addressed to us at all. How do they of the Jubilee he handed them an 
strengthen the case for the proposed | amended Bill showing the changes which 
amendment ? On page 26 of the Blue-| he would like to have introduced into the 
book the House will find two main argu-| Constitution Bill on the question of 
ments given in favour of the change. / appeal. It must be remembered that the 
One has been mentioned to-night, namely, | undoubted intention of Sir James Abbott, 
foreign enlistment; the other has not} when in March, 1898, he moved amend- 
been mentioned, namely, the case of | ments which placed Clause 74 in its pre- 
merchant shipping, to which I have| sent form, was to carry out what the 
already alluded. If, however, there | Colonial Prime Ministers believed were 
is real danger in such a case as/|the Colonial Secretary’s wishes as men- 
foreign enlistment, that danger and_| tioned at the time of the Jubilee. These 
other dangers to which I have alluded | amendments were made and afterwards 
will not be guarded against by a reser- | revised by the drafting committee with 
vation of the law or by a suspensory|the intention of meeting the views 
clause. It is the danger of action by the | of the Colonial Secretary; but if the 
Executive Governmentof the colony-—that | amendments which were then introduced 
is the danger we have to deal with, and | did not meet his view, why did not the 
no power of appeal, nor any of the amend- | Colonial Secretary again correspond with 
ments proposed to this Bill, can affect that | the Prime Ministers and those,responsible 
danger. We can only trust in such/| for the drafting of this Constitution and 
matters to the good sense of the people | say that the amendments were not suffi- 
of the colonies, as we have trusted to it | cient ? An immense time passed, step after 
in the past. Two cases of such conflict | step was taken in Australia, but no step 
have arisen. One was when two) was taken by the Colonial Secretary from 
Australian colonies made a_ statute | 1897 until two or three months ago. I 
forbidding entrance into the colonies | think we must agree with what was said 
of time-expired or pardoned convicts. | by the Leader of the Opposition on that 
That statute was disallowed, and the | point, namely, that it would have been 
Executive Government proceeded to act | more courteous to the colonies and wiser 
on the disallowed Act as if it were | in the interests of the changes which the 
actually in force. That was very dan-| right hon. Gentleman wished to obtain if 
gerous action on the part of the Executive | the Colonial Secretary had made some 
Government, and one calculated to make | communication between the date of the 
very serious trouble. That is the real | Jubilee and that of the Bill reaching this 
danger we have to avoid, and none of the | country in its present form. The right 
amendments to this Bill cover such a} hon. Gentleman said to-night that the 
case as that. The other case which} link of the Privy Council appeal was 
occurred had reference to the Fenian| very precious in the interests of the 
informers who were not allowed to land, | Empire, and though he did not go so far 
and was again the action of the Executive | as to use language as strong as that 
Government. It is argued that many of | which has fallen from the hon. Member’ 

















91 Commonwealth of Austrata {COMMONS} Constitution Bill. 99 


for York, yet he quoted from a memo-| to his side, if it had not actually become 
1andum of the Privy Council itself very | a majority. He quotes three colonies out 
strong language indeed with reference to | of seven as agreeing with his view, and 
the value of the tie. In the Blue-book | he quoted to-night the opinion of Judges 
the right hon. Gentleman used an argu- | and newspapers against the opinion of the 
ment which he has not placed before the | delegates who have the highest responsi- 
House. On page 28 of the Blue-book he | bility in this matter. Surely they repre. 
expresses the view that the Bill is a/ sent the feelings of the people of Aus. 
retrograde measure, on account of its pro-| tralia on this question more accurately 
vision with regard to appeal, as far as | than even the Australian Parliament or 
Imperial federation is concerned. [| the Prime Ministers, and he hag quoted 
should have been glad to have heard | against their opinion that of judges and 
some attempt to justify that statement. | newspapers. 

Icannot conceive it to be the case. To} 

my mind the whole controversy in which| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Does the 
we are now engaged has exactly the | right hon. Baronet state that these dele- 
opposite effect. If there is one proposal | gates were elected ? 

more than another that I have advo-| 

cated in this House it is that we| *Sir CHARLES DILKE: They were 
should prepare in time of peace for what | elected to the Convention to represent 
may come upon us in time of war, by co- | their colonies in this country. 

operation between our colonies and our- | 

selves. I believe joint action of that/ Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: They were 
kind would be formed if we had been / not elected as delegates, but were, of 
able to accept this Bill without amend-| course, appointed by the responsible 
ment, and if there were no actual danger | Governments, and I am not aware that 
to the Empire in accepting this Bill. it | they claim to have any special mandate 
would be far better to have taken the Bill | on this particular question. 

as it stands. Instead of saying that the 

Bill would be a retrograde step as far as| *Str CHARLES DILKE: What I said 
Imperial Federation is concerned it would | was that these delegates represent the 
have been better if the right hon. Gentle- | federal feeling of Australia. They are 
man had pointed out some positive danger | known as the federal leaders, and two of 
to the Empire in taking the measure as it | them led the Federal Convention, and were 
stands. In that it seems to me the Sec- | elected to that convention by a larger 
retary of State for the Colonies has con- | number of votes than is usually recorded 
spicuously failed to-night. The right | in Parliamentary elections in Australia. 
hon. Gentigman has told us that it is for Therefore I say they are perfectly repre- 
external reasons—reasons affecting other | sentative of Australian feeling, not of 
nations—that it is necessary to make this | colony by colony, but of the majority of 
change. I confess it seems to me that | the people of Australia. The right hon. 
the right hon. Gentleman has entirely Gentleman quotes the opinion of three 
failed to establish any necessity, on what | colonies—Queensland, Western Australia 
may be called the foreign or external | and New Zealand. The colony of Queens- 
point of view, for making this particular | land was late in coming into the Com- 
change in the Bill. We have already the | monwealth, as he has shown. The four 
weapon of the reservation of the Bill and | colonies which hung to the Federal move- 
of non-assent to it, we have also the} ment all along were New South Wales, 
weapon of the Colonial Laws Validily | Victoria, South Australia, and Tasmania. 
Act, and I cannot conceive any case being | Queensland was not represented in the 
shown where an appeal to the Privy | Convention when the 74th clause was 
Council would be likely to save us from a | arranged; and it must be remembered 
foreign danger to which otherwise we would | that several of those who have spoken in 
be exposed. The Secretary of State in the | her name were opponents of the Federal 
latter portionof the Blue-bookappealstothe Union, and were only driven into 
opinion of the colonies, and in his speech | it ultimately by the feeling of the elec- 
to-night he laboured rather hard to try | torate of the State. As regards Western 
and convince the House that opinion in | Australia, Sir John Forrest, the Premier, 
the colonies was already in a very large | to the last moment stood out from the 
minority with him, and was coming round | Federal movement, and he has now been 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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driven into it by the electorate of his 
State against his own personal opinion. 
Then my right hon. friend recites New 
Zealand as the third colony on his side. 
I can say that New Zealand was not a 
party to this Bill, and never will bea 
party to a close federation. Although it 
had been very willing to come in with 
Australia as a potential member of the 
Federal Council, New Zealand cannot, on 
account “f the divergence of her interests 
and the enormous distance from Aus- 
tralia—it is as far from Australia to New 
Zealand as from this House to Africa— 
come into closer federation. That was 
the three colonies out of seven, while 
on the other side, in favour of keep- 
ing the Bill as it is, you have the 
opinion of the really Federal colonies 
which have been in the movement 
from the first—New South Wales, Vic- 
toria, South Australia, and Tasmania. 
Iam very sorry that the Secretary of 
State should have published in Blue- 
book, and should have quoted here to- 
night, the opinion of certain colonial 


judges in regard to what is the opinion | 
And more than | 
that, that he should have quoted the per- | 
sonal opinion of colonial governors of | 


of Australia as a whole. 


single colonies as regards the opinion of 
Australia as a whole. 


Queensland. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, no! I 
certainly refrained from quoting the 
opinion of any English Governor. 


{14 May 1900} 





Constitution Bull. 94 


than that of Lord Lamington. As these 
debates go on I think we shall find more 
and more that this is not a legal or a 
technical question. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for South Long- 
ford, who represented Canada in the cele- 
brated negotiations as to the Privy Council 
in 1873, knows how the proposals on that 
occasion failed and utterly broke down, 
Lord Selborne took one view, and Lord 
Cairns took another, and the whole of 
Lord Selborne’s proposals fell to the 
ground. This matter will not be settled 
asa technical and legal question, but as a 
moral and political question. The hon. 
Member who spoke last said that a Canz- 
dian statesman had told him that the Privy 
Council appeal was the last link left be- 
tween the Empire and the Colonies. But 
it seems to me that the Empire rests on 
stronger links than any Privy Council 
appeal. These links are the flag, respect 
for the institutions of the Empire as a 
whole, the provisions made in regard to 
defence, which rest mainly on a broader 





The Blue-book is | 
full of quotations like that, and the right | 
hon. Gentleman quoted the Governor of | 


field, representations by the Governor 
General, and common service in arms, 
to which the hon. Gentleman himself 
alluded. These will always form much 
stronger links than any appeal to Imperial 
Courts. In 1885 when the Federal Coun- 
cil for Australia Bill was first brought 
before the House of Lords, in which it 
was introduced by the Government of 
| which the right hon. the Secretary of 
| State for the Colonies was a member, and 
| again, afterwards, when it was introduced 
‘here by the incoming Conservative 
| Government which had to pass it through 
| this House, an argument was used by the 








*Srr CHARLES DILKE: At all events | late Lord Derby in the other House, and 
I say that it is a great pity that the right | by the present Lord Derby in this House, 
hon. Gentleman should have printed in| of a most curious kind, which bears very 
the Blue-book the personal opinion of closely on the present Bill. They said 
Lord Lamington, because it is calculated | that that Federal Council Bill had come 
to set up the backs of the people through- | before Parliament with peculiar sanctity. 
out the Australian colonies. There is | To use the words of the late Lord Derby, 
notliing on which these colonies are more | “it came with this special recommenda- 
touchy than interference of this kind, and | tion that it was a scheme which the 
when Lord Lamington tells us, not what | Australian community had devised for 
is the judgment and opinion of his con- | itself.’ As compared with the South 
stitutional advisers, but what is his| African Bill of 1877, and the Canada Act 
personal opinion, and that of Australia | of 1867, the Federal Council Bill was not 
generally, he is going outside his functiens | prepared here, but by the Australian 
ina way which will be bitterly resented | Parliaments. But the Bill before us is 
in Australia. We have the same thing | presented with an even higher sanction 
in regard to the Governor of New| than the Federal Council Bill of 1885. 
Zealand, when he gives his personal | It has passed, as no other Constitution in 
opinion as the opinion of Australia,|the British Empire has passed, through 
although in much less strong language | the ordeal of a reference to the whole 
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people of the country to whom it con- | = with all that my hon. friend the 
cerns. If there is any vital necessity in | Member for York has said in disapprov- 
the interests of the British Empire, or in | ing of that tribunal. I cannot think the 
the interests of the sanctity of treaties, | colonies will be influenced by a name, 
why this Parliament should pull the Bill | They will look at the facts, and that in 
to pieces, then no doubt this Parliament that tribunal they themselves are to have 
is bound to exercise its power; but it a place. The Leader of the Opposition 
appears to me that the Colonial Secretary complained that the Colonial Secretary 
has failed to show the House that there | had referred to the newspapers, and said, 
is any such overwhelming necessity for | “ We all know how newspapers have been 
dealing in that manner with it. manipulated.” Well, I do not know how 
| newspapers are manipulated; but I do 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, | know the Australian papers well. I lived 
St. Albans): The right hon. Gentleman | for two years in Melbourne, and you could 
the Leader of the Opposition says that |no more manipulate the whole Victorian 
the question in regard to the retention of | press to express a particular opinion than 
the Privy Council appeal is a small | you could the whole London press. It 
technical point ; but I do not think that would be absolutely impossible. Clever 
any one on this side of the House will | manipulator as the right hon. Gentleman 
hesitate for a moment to agree with the | may be, he could not undertake to make 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the | The Times, the Standard, and the Dauily 
Forest of Dean, that it is a political issue. | News all write in the same tone on some 
It has been said that the delegates repre-| great public question unless he had 
sent Australian feeling in regard to| public opinion behind him. No more 
Clause 74. I hold that the delegates|could he manipulate the Age and 








represent a very strong and proper feel- 
ing in Australia in favour of Federation, 
but nothing more. Interesting as it is, 
and important as it is that this Bill 
should have been submitted by refer- 
endum to the people of Australia, the 
real question asked in the reference was 


whether the people desired to federate or | 


not. Each individual did not vote on 
every detail in the Bill. The right hon. 
the Leader of the Opposition said that the 
speeches should be short and few, but he 
made a speech which was certainly caleu- 
lated as much as anything could, to 
stimulate debate. I venture to say that 
when he spoke of the action which the 
Government contemplate, and which I 
most heartily and cordially approve of, 
as being an open rebuff to the people of 
Australia, he was saying what is actually 
mischievous, and which ought not to have 
come from a man in his position. It is a 
painful commentary on party politics that 
such a remark should have been made by 
the Leader of the Opposition. I know 
Australia and the Australians, and I be- 
lieve they are not so silly as to be in- 
fluenced by such a remark. They 
will have regard to the tone of 
the Colonial Secretary’s speech, and 
to the proposal he has made for a new 
Court, and they will see the generous 
recognition of the part which the colonies 
themselves ought to play in that new 
Appellate Court. I cannot agree alto- 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


the Argus, the two leading newspapers of 
Melbourne. Again I say it would be 
absolutely impossible. If the Australian 
newspapers are unanimous on the point 
it is a most remarkable thing, and a 
striking demonstration that the great 
weight of public opinion in Australia must 
be on the side of the Government. It 
| was said by the Colonial Secretary that 
the banks and insurance companies were 
in favour of the Government proposal, 
| but the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
‘of the Opposition said, “How do we 
|know that the banks and _ insurance 
companies were not against federation ?” 
We do not know’ whether the 
_banks or insurance companies were in 
‘favour of or against federation, because 
that is a question that does not concern 
| them; but this we do know--that they, 
‘like all the commercial opinion of 
Australia, are in favour of the appeal to 
the Privy Council, because it is in the 
interest of men who trade in Australia. 
| That is not gossip, but I know it as a 
|fact by being in constant weekly com- 
munication with Australia, and it is im- 
| portant for the House that they should 
| realise that fact. I have been asked 
| whether if the 74th Clause was amended 
it would involve a fresh referendum. I 
| do not myself believe that for a moment. 
| I can quite understand that the delegates 
were most anxious lest they should do 


| anything which would commit themselves 
} 
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They knew the | The second was the South Africa Bill of 
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anxiety and the labour they had gone | 1877, and the third is the present Bill. 


through to get this length. 


It is im-| Now, there was this great difference 


rtant that we should leave nothing in | between the first and the third of these 
the Bill which is liable to involve us un-| Bills and the second—a great line which 


necessarily in friction between us and the | separated them altogether. 


What hap- 


colonies, or friction between us and | pened to the second Bill for the Federa- 


foreign Powers, and both of these risks 


are involved if the appeal to the Privy | 


Council is not restored. I have had com- 
munications with men in important 
positions in Australia who are set on 
having the appeal retained. This 
measure has been approached in a con- 
ciliatory spirit, and every care has been 
taken to avoid saying anything that 
could be regarded as any sort of 
rebuff. The colonies are not so silly 
as to claim plenary inspiration for 
the Bill. They say it is a good Bill, 
an important measure, but they 
do not say it is a perfect Bill in every 
word. When they know that it is 
approached by Her Majesty’s Government 
with absolute sincerity, and with every 
desire to give in to their wishes in every- 
thing that affects the colonies themselves, 
Isay it is a monstrous thing that that 
should be spoken of by the Leader of the 
Opposition as an open rebuff, and that an 
attempt should be made to inflame their 
minds against those who desire their 
benefit above all things in this world. I 


am sure that when the right hon. Gentle- | 


man considers the matter he himself 
will regret to have used such words as 
he did. 


*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : I 
do not propose to measure speculation 
against speculation with the hon. Member 
as to how the course the Government pro- 
posetotakein regard to the Commonwealth 
Bill will be received in Australia. We 
shall know that in a week’s time, before 
the Second Reading comes on for debate ; 
and I do not think that at this period we 
can go into matters which, after all, we 
shall be much better able to discuss a few 
days hence. The right hon. Gentleman 
in the most interesting and eloquent 
speech in which he introduced the Bill 
said, and said truly, that he might be 
envied the position in which he found 
himself in bringing it in. This is the 
third time in which a measure of this 
kind has been brought before Parliament. 
The first was the great Bill of 1867, which 
Lord Carnarvon brought forward for 
establishing the Confederation of Canada. 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtu Serizs.] 





tion of South Africa? It fell still-born, 
and why? Because it was the construc- 
tion of Downing Street, and not, like the 
present measure, the expression of the 
fully realised wishes of the people for 
whose benefit it was introduced. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of the dele- 
gates from Canada coming over here in 
1867 to confer with the Government. He 
might have added that before they came 
resolutions had been passed throughout the 
length and breadth of Canada, known as the 
Quebec resolutions, and that these formed 
the basis of the Bill which founded the 
Dominion. Here, again, we have a great 
scheme which is the scheme of Australia 
as a whole. It is a scheme brought for- 
ward by the delegates sent over to the 
Imperial Parliament, and I think that the 
Imperial Parliament ought constitutionally 
to treat it as a trustee of its own powers 
rather than exercise these powers freely. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary spoke of this Bill as resembling 
in its main features the Constitution 
of the United States rather than the 
Constitution of Canada. I do not think 
the main features of the Australian 
Commonwealth will differ so materially, 
after all, from the Canadian Constitution 
of 1867. It is true that, in Canada, the 
general powers of legislation are reserved 
to the Dominion Parliament, while only 
specified powers are given to the Pro- 
vincial Parliaments. But the latter have 
among these specified powers the widest 
capacity for dealing unrestrictedly with 
property and civil rights. Therefore, 
rather technically than in substance is 
there a difference between the Provincial 
Legislatures of Canada and those of 
Australia. But the difference between 
the Constitution which this Bill proposes 
to set up and the constitution of the 
United States is enormous and funda- 
mental. This Bill is permeated through 
and through with the spirit of the greatest 
institution which exists in the Empire, 
and which pertains to every Constitution 
established within the Empire—I mean 
the institution of responsible Govern- 
ment, a Government under which the 
Executive is directly responsible to—nay, 
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is almost the creature of—the Legislature. , that the expression of which in these 
That is not so in America, but it isso debates we have heard so much, the 
with all the Constitutions we have granted | ‘‘Queen’s prerogative,” is a mere tech- 
to our self-governing colonies. On this | nical phrase, and should be put aside; 
oceasion we establish a Constitution and I was glad that the right hon. 
modelled on our own model, pregnant Gentleman the Colonial Secretary did 
with the same spirit, and permeated with put it aside. Our self-governing de- 
the principle of responsible Government. pendencies have the right to set up their 
Therefore, what you have here is nothing own Courts of Judicature if they please, 
akin to the Constitution of the United and to say that these Courts are final. | 
States except in its most superficial | do not want to see the decisions of their 
features. It is really a reproduction in | local Courts interfered with. I should be 
Australia of the British Constitution upon | glad to see the Courts of Australia finally 
a large and noble scale. Our Constitution | dispose of the great mass of ordinary 
at home is essentially unwritten. So it litigation; but I think there should, 
will be in Australia. The mere frame- for the special and limited class of 
work which the Bill proposes to set up questions to which I have adverted, 
will be filled in, as here, with traditions be a Court of yet higher consideration, 
and doctrines which we have inherited, I come now, in view of that, to the specific 
with tendencies which are not expressed | proposition, by way of amendment, to 
in words, and with bonds which, though which the right hon. ‘Gentleman has 
invisible to the legal eye, a: yet binding | drawn our attention, and it is with regret 
and give the people security. And in that I differ from the right hon. Gentleman 
that mass of unwritten tradition which | in some material particulars. I cannot help 
will be interwoven within the frame-| thinking that if the right hon. Gentle 
work of the Commonwealth Constitution | man had obtained his way, if he had not 
will be found the reproduction of what | been hampered by the tradition of the 
we have at home. There is a body of | sacredness of the judicial position of the 
common traditions, common doctrines, | House of Lords, which we now know for 
common tendencies, just as there is a /| the first time is to be made a question, 
body of common law which is the general | it must have occurred to him two years 
heritage of our Empire. Therefore I, | ago that the real way of averting a situa- 
for one, approach this question of appeal | tion of conflict was to have made the pro- 
—which is the substantial question at | posal of a great Imperial Court to take 
issue—from a somewhat different point of | the place of the House of Lords and the 
view than that taken by some of my hon. | Privy Council, and to be shared in by the 
friends. | feel that it is almost inherent | colonists just as it would be by ourselves. 
in a Constitution such as ours, shared by I am convinced that you cannot keep the 
different parts of the Queen’s dominions, | House of Lords jurisdiction as it is at 
preserving the common elements to which | present, and at the same time obtain 
I have referred, that there should be for the Privy Council the status in the 
some means of a common interpretation. eves of the Empire which it should be 
I feel that there 1s implied in our Consti- able to occupy if we were contemplating 
tution, when it reaches a certain stage of | the establishment of a single tribunal. 
development, that there should be a} We are in this country 40,000,000 of 
common tribunal which would be a real! people, and enormously rich, and the 
link, because it would be the property, | result is that we have appellate busi- 
not of one part of the Queen’s dominions, | ness of a very important character 
nor of the people in them, but of the which goes to the House of Lords. If 
people throughout the Empire, wher-| there are two tribunals sitting for the 
ever there are these traditions, and | dispatch of the same business, the one is 
tendencies, and bodies of common law, | starved in order to keep up the other, 
and wherever the people require some | and the judicial strength inevitably gravi- 
medium for bringing to a common | tates towards the House of Lords, and 
focus the general opinions and until you make the colonials feel that 
views of the Empire as a _whole.| the tmbunal to which they come is the 
I do not think that such a Court, as | same as that to which you yourselves ap- 
properly understood, is a Court which | peal, you will never get their confidence. 
ought in the least to conflict with local | The constitutional lawyer and the his- 
jur.sdiction. I, for one, tuke the line|torian have watched with interest the 
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way in which first Parliament and then | not pressed. The mother of Parliaments 
the House of Lords have taken away | does not coerce her children. 
the prerogative of the Crown as the final 
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resort of the suitor, and appropriated it to 
themselves ; the result of that has been | 
that, though the Privy Council is con- 
sidered good enough for the colonies, it | 


AN Irish MEMBER: We do not accept 
that statement. 


*Mr. HALDANE: I say this with great 


js not allowed in Great Britain and | : 
Ireland to be good enough for us. | sympathy for the right hon. Gentleman, 
And it was curious to notice in the! because he has been at pains to put him- 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman | self on the best terms with the colonies, 





that while he was ready to reform| 
the Privy Council by the addition of 
four Law Lords representing the diffe- | 


rent colonies, still, he spoke of the} 
amalgamation of the jurisdictions of the 
Privy Council and House of Lords as if 
itwas a matter to be put off for some 
time, and he gave as the reason that the 
wlonies were to be consulted. I can see 
a reason for the colonies being consulted 
before four Law Lords are put on the Privy 
Council to represent them, but I cannot 
we how the colonies have to be so elabo- 
rately consulted in this, which can do 
nothing but strengthen, and it appears 
tome that there is going to be con- 
siderable delay in the fusion of the two 
tribunals, and that this reform may not 
ake place until perhaps the Parliament | 
ater next. I think that this is a great | 
nisfortune, and I trust that there is no 
xttled determination in the mind of the 
Government on those points, because [ 
feel sure that if you are going to get over 
the difficulty with Australia it would best 
le done by offering Australia a substi- 
tute, which would take the form not 
merely of a reform of the Privy Council, 
but of a High Court of Appeal in which 
they would have membership. If this 
ifer had been made two years ago we 
should not have heard very much of 
the controversy which prevails to-day. | 
Australia has not been treated so well as 
itought to have been, and the result has | 
en the feeling engendered against the | 
Privy Council, due to neglect on the part | 
ifthe Imperial Government. Surely the | 
etter course to follow is not to amend 
Clause 74, but to say that the clause 
vill be taken and a new Court pro- 
psed. It may seem to be a matter 
if form, but matters of form are very 
inportant when youare dealing with asub- | 
ject like this. I believe that Australia was | 
never more in a mood to join hands with | 
uw. I believe anything of this kind | 
properly offered would be willingly 
cepted. The offer should be made, but 


| ferences which 


‘how the cat jumped. 
/ until Monday and then you will see,” but 


and has a difficult matter to negotiate 
here. I appreciate the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s desire to keep the link of Empire. 
On the other hand, if the alternative 
course had been taken to the one which 
has been pursued, we should have been 
outside the present trouble. 1 hope it is 
not too late now to make propositions of 
this kind in such a form, without 
amendments to the Bill, which might 
turn out to be obnoxious to the people of 
Australia, as to get over this difficulty. 
We shall watch with anxiety what takes 
place between now and next Monday. If 
the people of Australia assent to the pro- 
positions of the Government as made, the 


| course is easy ; but if they do not assent, 
'then to my mind it is of the greatest 


importance to make the people of Aus- 
tralia understand that we are not trying to 
press upon them what they do not desire, 
but to save for Imperial purposes only a 
limited right of appeal. There is quite 
enough appeal left by the clause as it 
stands to the Privy Council to preserve the 
existence of the Court, and I would rather 
see this matter initiated instrict accordance 
with the wishes of the people of Australia, 
wishes arrived at after prolonged con- 
must be taken to be 
authoritative, than in a shape in which 
they do not desire it. 


*Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) said the hon. Member 
who had just sat down appeared to be 
advocating the policy of waiting to see 
He said, “ Wait 


that was not quite the way in which to 
approach this question. The view of the 
right hon. Gentleman below the gangway 
who represented the Forest of Dean 
was also a very narrow one, consisting as 
it did of the argument that not a single 
word of the Bill ought to be altered. If 
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no word of the Bill was to be altered, | ing than that of the Roman Curia, and 
why waste words discussing it ? It seemed | deciding the rights of millions of people 
to him that it would be a most uncom-|and questions on the most varied law? 
plimentary thing to the Australian people | Why was such a Court relegated to an 
if the Bill was passed without discussion, | upper chamber difficult of access? In 
and discussion meant possible amendment. | the reign of William IV. an Act was 
From the statesmanlike speech of the | passed for the reform of this Court, and 
Colonial Secretary, it must have been | it was provided that certain colonial aswell 
patent to the House that there was no | as Indian judges should sit upon the Bench, 
idea of forcing anything on colonies. | But no colonial judge was appointed till 
It was an old axiom that it was bad policy | five years ago. ‘I'en years ago he himself 
to force the best form of law on an un-| pressed the necessity for further reform, 
willing people, and it was gratifying to | with all the powera private Member pos- 
know that as at present constituted the | sessed, upon the Government of Lord 
Privy Council was not to be forced down | Salisbury, and he was told the matter 
the throats of the Australian people. The | should receive consideration; but that 
principle of appeal was not objected to, but | Government went out of power, and no 
what was objected to was the appeal to this | consideration was given to the matter, 
particular Court in its present form. The} Five years later he pressed the same 
hon. Member for York had made some | consideration on the Government of Lord 
observations with regard to the judicial | Rosebery, and no douot, so far as the 
proceedings of the Privy Council; but, | Colonial Office was concerned, would 
with the exception of some gentlemen of | have received the same attention as 
the long robe, very few people knew what | before ; but fortunately the matter was 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy | taken up by Lord Rosebery personally, 
Council was, of whom it was composed, | Who brought in a Bill limited in ex. 
what it did, and where it held its court. | tent, but adding three judges from the 
He [Mr. Stanley Leighton] had deter- | colonies to the Judicial Committee. He 
mined ten years ago to make a/| agreed with the hon. Member for Had- 
search and make quite sure that it not | dington that if this matter had been dealt 
only had a name but a local habitation, | with five, or even two years previously, 
and he inquired of all his friends “‘ Where | Clause 74 would not have appeared in 
is the Privy Council?” and no one knew. | this Bill. The people of Australia 
He asked judges and the like and was re-| were to be congratulated upon having 
ferred to “ Whitaker” and a little book | brought this matter to the attention of 
entitled, “Things Not Generally Known,” | the Government. The Government 
from neither of which could he extract | would have allowed the matter to drag on 
the desired information. He then con- | till the Day of Judgment had not pres- 
ceived the idea of starting at the top of|sure been put upon them, but now 
Parliament Street and knocking at every | there was some hope that a new, per 
door and inquiring if the Privy Council | manent, and effective colonial representa- 
was at home, and in the course of his| tion would be placed upon the Privy 
peregrinations he came to a door at which | Council, and that we should really have 
a policeman was standing, who, in answerto | a Court of Appeal for the whole Empire. 
his inquiries, directed him up a small back | For this we thank the Australian people. 
staircase, and upon entering a small room 
on the second fioor he found himself in the Question put, and agreed to. 
presence of the august assembly. There 
was no accommodation for strangers. It| Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
was not surprising that in such a posi-| Secretary Chamberlain, Mr. Balfour, and 
tion of obscurity this august Council | Mr. Attorney General. 

was hardly appreciated, or even known ; 
bat who was to blame? | First of) COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 

”, tg eh ee ales: CONSTITUTION BILL. 

their palace of justice, why did 
not they find a home for the great| ‘To constitute the Commonwealth of 
Court of the Empire, a Court which | Australia,” presented accordingly, and 
throws all others into insignificance, a| read the first time; to be read a second 
Court with the farthest-reaching juris-| time upon Monday next, and to be 
diction in the whole world, farther-reach- | printed. [Bill 199. } 


Mr. Stanley Leighton. 

















10 


104 


ria, and 
people 
ed law? 
l to an 
ss? In 
ct was 
urt, and 
| as well 
e Bench, 
ited till 
himself 
reform, 
eT Pos- 
of Lord 
matter 
ut that 
and no 
matter, 
€ same 
of Lord 
as the 
would 
tion as 
ber was 
sonally, 
in ex- 
om the 
e. He 
rr Had- 
on dealt 
viously, 
ared in 
ustralia 
having 
ition of 
rnment 
drag on 
it pres- 
t now 
W, per- 
"esenta- 

Privy 
y have 
{mpire. 
people. 


by Mr. 
ir, and 


ALIA 


alth of 
y, and 
second 


to be 


Uganda Railway 
UGANDA RAILWAY BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
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(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): I object to Clause 1, and I have 
topropose an Amendment. The Amend- 
ment is extremely simple, but it has a 
very important and novel object. I 


think I can show to the Members who | 


remain in the House that it is an impor- 
tant and desirable Amendment to make. 
This Bill is practically a re-enactment of 
the Uganda Railway Bill of 1896, which 
Bill prescribed the form in which the 
accounts should be laid before the House 
of Commons, and that was the form re- 
quired by the Treasury. They are laid 
before the House of Commons in the 
form required’ by the Treasury, and I 
venture to say that a more unsatisfactory 
form could scarcely be imagined. The 


whole expenditure of this Bill, amounting | 


to £5,000,000 up to this time, is lumped 
together under eight heads, to which a 
ninth has been added. I am really sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer is not in his 
place. I think he ought to be in his 
place. He knows that I am about to 
attack the Treasury, and him as the head 
of the Treasury, and I feel it difficult 
to carry on the discussion without his 
presence. I cannot carry on the discus- 
sion without someone present representing 
the Treasury—either the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or the Secretary. In their 
absence I would say that this Bill should 
be withdrawn for the present. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, who is in charge of 
the Bill, is present. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Well, he 


knows nothing about the Treasury ac- 
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of the accounts in the way required by 
the Treasury is not satisfactory to this 
House. My argument is that the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General should pre- 
scribe the form in which the accounts 
should be presented, and not the Treasury. 
Under the Uganda Bill as it at present 
stands the method will be continued of 
having the accounts rendered in the form 
prescribed by the Treasury. I say that 
is a very bad form. Three reports have 
been made to the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General in the form required by 
the Treasury. It is true that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that if 
| I referred to some other Papers, and not 
'the accounts presented to this House, I 
'should find satisfactory details. I have 
nothing to do with these Papers. My 
concern is with the accounts presented to 
this House, and with the form followed 
by the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
with respect to accounts submitted to the 
Public Accounts Committee. I say that 
the three reports presented are totally in- 
sufficient. In each case they contain mere 
large bald items consisting of hundreds 
of thousands of pounds. I am speaking 
of the expenditure. I have no complaint 
to make as to the first two items in the 
‘accounts, the first showing the amount is- 
sued from the Consolidated Fund, and the 
| other showing the amount borrowed. It 
is the third item which is so entirely in- 
| sufficient. You have in the first account 
| £367,000 under eight heads, and no 
further details at all. The second and 
| third accounts are exactly the same, with 
| the exception that the account rendered 
| this year, giving the figures up to 1889, 
contains the following note by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General— 








“ Certain questions in connection with these 
accounts are at present the subject of in- 
quiry.” 


| Therefore, it is clear that the account as 
| presented.is wholly unsatisfactory. My 
complaint is as to the ferm of the account 

itself. It is altogether inadeauate. I 
_ will give one illustration. There is the 

enormous sum of £290,000 under the 
| head of unallocated expenditure, which I 
| say is not an account but the negation of 





counts. [At this point the CHANCELLOR of 'an account. Here is another, and this is 
the EXCHEQUER entered the House.] My | really the chief instance of the inade- 
whole argument is to be addressed to the | quacy of the account. The item for 
state of the accounts, on which I put aj administration up to 1889 is £163,448, 
question to the Chancellor of the Ex- | which has transpired almost accidentally. 
chequer to-day. I say that the statement,| It has never come before the Public 
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Accounts Committee, nor is it in the 
accounts themselves laid before Parlia- 


ment. It transpires only through the 
accidental generosity of the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs. In a 


memorandum laid by him before the 
House there is this large item of 
£163,448, in addition to which there is 
of course a poriton of the unallocated 
expenditure. This item contains an 
entirely unsuspected matter—the item of 
one per cent. to the Crown agents. I am 
not going into that. Itis money expended 
for the railway in buying stores and 
plant. I think it is very unsatisfactory, 
and it is a matter that will have to be 
pursued in another direction. i only 
instance it. There is another item of 
£2,000 a year for the rent of the engineer’s 
office. He gets £500 a year for salary, 
and four times as much for the rent of 
his office. 





*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
BropRIck, Surrey, Guildford): It is for 
office clerks and the rent of office. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Well, I 
accept that explanation. I should not 
have fallen into the error if the accounts 
had been given in fuller detail. I do not 
know what other items of a questionable 
character there may be in the accounts. 
Undoubtedly the item of one per cent. is 
of a most questionable character. 


closure is made of that item. I should 
he quite content to rest my complaint on 
that alone, and to say that the accounts 
are unsatisfactory. In many Statutes the 
accounts are ordained to be presented to 
Parliament in the way required by the 
Treasury. I broadly say that it is an 
undesirable thing. There are a great 
many instances which i could go into in 
particularity where the Treasury have 
required accounts to be rendered in a 
form calculated not to afford information, 
but to withhold it from this House. In 
no case was that so strongly illustrated as 
in the case of the review ground of Salis- 
bury Plain. The form required by the 
Treasury was such that under the heads 


of ranges and manceuvring ground they | 
included large purchases of land at Salis- | 
bury Plain, and no particulars were given | 
at all, and it was necessary to move for | 


the particular accounts before we could 
get any sort of details of the purchases 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


{COMMONS} 


In the | 
accounts presented to Parliament no dis- | 
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| made under those heads. I come now to 
|my main argument. I have given illus. 
‘trations of the imperfections of the 
| . 
}accounts. The Treasury is not the 
| proper authority to prescribe the form of 
‘the accounts. The proper person is 
the Comptroller and Auditor - General, 
The Treasury may think it easy 
|to put off the House with general 
|items which give very little © in. 
| formation, but if you put it into the hands 
| of the Comptroller and Auditor-General, 
who is an officer of the House, he will 
| require that the accounts should be ren- 
dered in such a way as to afford proper 
facilities to himself and the House for look. 
ing into the various items. He has to act in 
the interest of the House, and it is not 
his business to carry out preconceived 
ideas, or preconceived official policy. It 
is his business to show the whole of the 
accounts. I submit a new suggestion, 
and I hope the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will be disposed to adopt it. I 
may be told that it cannot be entertained 
now. I should be pretty well content if 
I were told that consideration would be 
given to it. The broad question I raise 
is whether the Treasury or the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General should 
prescribe the form of the accounts, and it 
is to elicit an expression on that point 
| that I move the Amendment which stands 
|in my name on the Paper. 








Amendment proposed — 

| «In page 1, line 7, at end, to add ‘and asif 
| in Section 2, Sub-section 3 thereof, Comptroller 
|and Auditor-General were substituted for 
| Treasury.’ ”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
| be there added.” 


| 
| *THeE CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
| Bristol, W.): The hon. Member is so 
invariably prepared to find fault that I 
confess I am not disposed to attach the im- 
| portance to his criticism on this occasion 
| which it might otherwise deserve. The 
| Treasury has not the smallest interest in 
| concealing anything from the House. 
| In such a matter as this it would be in 
the direct interest of the Treasury that 
everything should be presented to the 
House of Commons in order that criti- 
cism by hon. Members, and by the hon. 
Member himself, might deal with any- 
thing wrong in the matter of expenditure 
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by the Department. In this particular | was originally projected, we were assured 
case I referred the hon. Member to|in the most positive way that it would 
another azcount which I hold in my/not cost more than £3,000,000. The 
hand, and in which he could, if he| railway was to be a little over 600 miles 
thought fit, find the details he asks | in length. The whole of this £3,000,000 
for. It is in No. 4 schedule of the ex- | has gone, the railway has been diminished 
penditure for 1899, page 7. If the hon.|in length 100 miles, and we are now 
Gentleman will refer to that he will/ asked for £2,000,000 more to complete 
find the details of the expenditure on | this shortened railway. Further, we are 
construction, which could not by any | not even now told that this money will 
possibility be given in the other account. I} be sufficient; indeed we are distinctly 
could show similarly, if it was worth while, | warned by Sir Guilford Molesworth 
that the details in regard to other items|in his report that it is impossible, 
are to be found on other pages. I do not | even under the latest survey, to say that 
want to quarrel with the hon. Gentleman | the money now being asked will finish 
at all. I do not at all resent his wish for | the line. You are making this railway 
further information. If the Comptroller | on a gauge which neither fits the Egyptian 
and Auditor-General should report to | line, the German line, nor the British 
the Committee of this House, or to the railways coming from the south. When 
Committee on Public Accounts, that he this railway was projected with a three- 
has not sufficient information to enable | foot gauge we were told that the differ- 
him to conduct a proper audit of all the ence between a three-foot and a three-foot 
items, [ should be most happy to give | three-inch gauge was comparatively slight, 
further details. |and would make very little difference in 
the cost of the road. When I put a 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think | question to the right hon. Gentleman the 
under the circumstances I am quite able | other day as to the difference in cost 
to withdraw the Amendment I have | between what is now being constructed and 


made, a three-foot six-inch gauge in order to 
'make the rolling stock and the various 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. equipments interchangeable with the 


Egyptian railways, I was most absurdly 
Question proposed, “That Clause 1 | told—the right hon. Gentleman will ex- 
stand part of the Bill.” /cuse me saying it—that to convert this 
road, which has at present only 300 miles 

*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth): | constructed, from a three-foot three-inch 
My objection to this Bill is that it is ab | to a three foot six-inch gauge would cost 
surd to go on spending these huge sums | £500,000. We had no details given us of 
of money without providing for more that. I shall perhaps be told that this 
effective control of the expenditure than large cost is due to the conversion of 
is at present being provided. I wish to locomotives and rolling stock, but any 
allude to one or two of the excuses—be- | practical man must perfectly well know 
cause they can be called nothing more— that the cost of changing the axles or 
that are contained in this official apology otherwise converting 500 or 600 trucks 
which was published a few days ago. I and 90 locomotives, and to alter the gauge 
want again to point out how serious is the from three-feet three inches to three-feet 
position concerning this railway, because six inches, upon the residue of the line, 
we are not merely to construct this rail-; would not amount to the extraordinary 
way, but also other large projected sum of £500,000. We were told in one 
public works-—railways and harbours in of the early rosy reports, which [ think 
various parts of the world. It is of has been thrown over recently-——it was a 
the utmost importance that this large ex- | fancy picture drawn up by one of the 
penditure should be controlled by capable early engineers, I forget who at the 
men. I do not say one word to imply | moment—that there would be a very 
any charge against the personal character large quantity of land leased and sold for 
of those who have been conducting this | the purposes of settlers who were starting 
matter, but I say that they have shown | little plantations and farms. Even in this 
an absolute want of capacity in dealing | last report we are told that the Govern- 
with the Uganda Railway. I would remind | ment is proceeding to consider the letting 
the Committee again that whenthis railway | of lands. Now I wish to ask who is 
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going to make thetitle? In whomis this 
railway invested from the coast up to 
Lake Nyanza? We are not told of any 
ordinance—certainly no ordinance passed 
by the local Government. Have you 
simply seized the land from the savages or 
natives through whose country you have 
gone, and spent £3,000,000 in the belief 
that the purchasers of sites would rely on 
your power to secure them a title in 
these uninhabited portions of South 
Africa? I think before the country 
is asked to spend large additional sums of 
money we ought to have some accurate 
information with reference to the condi- 
tions under which this great project is 
vested, and who are the responsible people 
controlling it. This work is one of a large 
numberof worksthatare being constructed. 
For example, a railway is being con- 
structed in the direction of Coomassie, 
another in Sierra Leone, and another in 
the Malay States, and under recent Acts 
of Parliament large sums have been voted 
for these purposes. I do not think it is at 
all satisfactory that these projects should 
be controlled and managed by a miscel- 
laneous committee got together in some 
strange way, some paid by salary, others 
by commission, and others receiving 
nothing at all. If we are going to con- 
struct railways all over the world, and 
execute other important works, they 
should be constructed under the authority 
of a British railway board, on which we 
would have expert people who should be 
properly remunerated for the services 
they render. The gentlemen forming 
the Uganda Railway Committee have 
not been very fair to the House of 
Commons in the course they have 
taken. If they had been the directors 
of a limited company they would have 
been seriously blamed for the course 
they have taken in not bringing to the 


knowledge of their proprietors, as they | 


ought to have done, the facts which they 


say they discovered at an early stage of | 


the management. One of the excuses is 
in tlie second paragraph of the memo- 
randum, where it is stated that it was 
evident to them, at an early stage, that 
some of the items in the 1893 estimates 
were insufficient. They say that it was 
only in September last year that they had 
any reliable estimates at all. I think that 
having come to the conclusion that the esti- 
mates were totally insufficient, and that 
both the country and they had been misled, 
it was the duty of Her Majesty’s Govern- 


Mr. Perks. 


{COMMONS} 
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ment in 1896 to have fairly and frankly 
told the House of the discoveries which 
had been made by the Committee. I pro- 
pose now to refer to some of the items in 
the account on page 3, and to the various 
official excuses given for this strange state 
of affairs. Upon bridges you are spending 
the enormous sum of £660,000. There 
is a difference of £400,000 between the 
expenditure now proposed and the estimate 
of bridges. How does that come to pass? 
We were told in August, 1895, that the 
line would be completely bridged as in the 
original scheme. Now that statement 
could not have been true. It was a state- 
ment made when the House was asked to 
vote the preliminary sum of £20,000 for 
the surveys and the starting of the 
| works. We were told then that the sum of 
| £3,000,000 would provide for completing 
the whole works, including the bridges of 
this railway. Now we are told that that 
is not so, and that there is a difference of 
no less than £400,000 for bridges. I 
may be told that this is due to the rise in 
the prices of iron and steel. I do not 
know whether I shall have that singular 
excuse given, so my answer to the right 
hon. Gentleman is that if these men had 
been prudent men, and had had the ordi- 
nary business knowledge of men engaged 
in the execution of great works abroad, 
they would have covered themselves for 
the whole of the iron and steel] at the 
commencementof thecontract. They knew 
how many miles of railway they had to 
make, how many tonsof rails, and how many 
tons of steel for bridges would be re- 
quired. Why did they not buy the 
material in advance? That seems a novel 
| idea to the hon. Gentleman opposite, but 
| I can assure him it is the prudent course 
| taken by men who understand this busi- 
| ness. 











*Mr. BRODRICK: Could that be done 
| in regard to work not fully surveyed ! 


| *Mr. PERKS: The line was sur- 
veyed. We were told the exact 
mileage of the railway, and _ the 


weight of the rails. If you know that 
you have to construct 600 miles of rail- 
way, and that the weight of a rail is 
70lb. or 801b., you do not require a survey 
to know how many tons of rails you have 
to buy. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : You were speaking 
of bridger. 
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*Mr. PERKS: My answer to that is; figures do not fit in at all. If you have 
that the contract provided originally for | ninety-two locomotives at work you will 
£200,000 for bridges, and if the hon. | be capable of earning a very much larger 
Gentleman will teil us that the difficulty | amount than anything which has been 
was caused by the rise in prices, we shall | estimated, or is likely to be earned. On 
then see what is the nature of the excuse page 4 of the memorandum we have 
given for the non-purchase of material. | statements to this effect: “The expecta- 
It is quite clear that business and com-| tions of the earlier estimates have not 
petent men would have seen that they | been realised;” “in the absence of 
required so many rails, bridges, and | regular sections the quantities could only 
sleepers, so much cement, so much tim- | be guessed at,” and “ owing to the absence 
ber, so many stores ; and for all this the | of records the amount of waterway could 


contractors ought to have covered them- 
selves in the very early stages of the con- 
tract. If the gentlemen in charge of 
the work do not know’ how to 
do that, it is high time that we 
got men who did understand it. We 
are told here in another explanatory note 
that the difference in the permanent way 
is £500,000. How is that explained ? 


| only be surmised.” I venture to say that 
“if this Uganda Committee cannot do more 
| than indulge in expectations and sur- 
mises and guesses, not only is it high time 
| that we had a very much more competent 
| Committee to deal with this subject than 
| the one we have, but it is very doubtful 
‘indeed whether we ought to speculate 
' with these large sums of public money 





There isno explanation given inthis memo- | until some great change has been effected. 
randum. On the subject of ballast we were |I have not one word to say against the 
told in 1895 that the railway was to be| principle of constructing this railway. In 
fully ballasted, then we were told later on | the last Parliament I supported the 
that it did not require any ballast at} Uganda Railway, and I supported the 
all. We are told now that instead of | last Government in its defence of it. I 
£24,000 put down for ballast they re-| believe it is a wise project, but we do 
quire the enormous sum of £340,000. | expect these undertakings to be managed 
Why could they not have discovered by business men on business lines. A 
that before? They might easily have | great undertaking of this description 
discovered whether the sleepers would | should not have been plunged into a 
stand without ballast at an earlier stage. | hopeless state of muddle and confusion, 
Why did they take three years to dis- | simply because these men do not under- 
cover that they would require £340,000 | stand their business, or else they do not 
to complete the ballast of the railway?) give proper attention to the subject, and 
There are many tropical railways and | do not keep any proper and effective con- 
railways in Southern countries using pre-| trol over the different officials who have 
cisely this sort of sleeper without ballast, | been sent out to manage this great under- 
and I am told by competent people that | taking. 

it is extremely doubtful whether this 
money will be required for ballast, *Mr. BRODRICK denied that there had 
although it is possible it may be required ' been nothing but muddle and confusion 
id — purposes connected with the rail- | :. connection with this matter. All the 
way. Wearetold there are ninety-two loco-| |, 46 s the f 
motives. What are they wanted for? It hon. Member could point to was the fact 
certainly cannot be for purposesof construc- | that in the preliminary ssespicig’ j made in 
tion. You do not want ninety-two loco- | 1893 there had been a considerable under- 
motives to construct 600 miles of railway. | estimate of cost. But that estimate by 
The Government defence is that they will Major Macdonald was for an incomplete 
be required for the traffic, but yet we are | line, and turned out to be about one- 
to have only one train per day each | half of the cost of a fully equipped line 
way. Have the Government ever calcu-| under wholly different circumstances. 
lated how many locomotives they will| That might be a matter for criticism, 
require to work the traffic of one train but it was not the fault of the Foreign 
each day? Will they want anything like | Office. He was not responsible for the 
ninety-two locomotives? Further, how | original estimate—in fact, he had had a 
does this large number of locomotives fit | very short responsibility with regard to 
in with the traffic which it is estimated | it—but he desired to repudiate alto- 
will be earned by the railway? The | gether the idea that this .com- 
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mittee was an incompetent body. On| 
the contrary, it contained quite as many 
experts as would be found in any railway | 
board in the kingdom—persons who knew | 
the country and had great technical | 
knowledge of railway construction. The | 
position in which he stood was that he had | 
been unlucky enough to lay before the | 
House a very full memorandum with | 
regard to this expenditure—a Paper | 
which had earned for hima certain amount | 
of gratitude from the hon, Member for | 
King’s Lynn, but which had furnished a | 


rod to his back for every Member who | 


desired to make the worst of the expendi- | 
ture. Complaint had been made with | 


regard to the gauge. It was perfectly | 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 116 


*Mr. PERKS: Has any been sold 
yet ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK replied that some 
applications had been made, and although 
the hon. Gentleman looked so incredu- 
lous, it was expected there would be a 
very considerable desire, especially on the 
part of traders, to obtain the land. The 
next point was in connection with the 
bridge work, and with regard to this the 
estimate had undoubtedly gone up very 
largely. But why had it gone up? In 
the first place, the preliminary estimate, 
which had been referred to, was quoted 
not as the anticipated cost of this work, 
but simply in order to give the House a 





true that the gauge was different from ‘comparison with the sketch estimate 


that of the Egyptian and Cape railway 8,| made by Major Macdonald before the 
but this question was fully considered | railway was commenced. That was not 
when the scheme was first discussed. He | the estimate upon which the House 


~s <9 -ydal siege in the very — ‘voted £3,000,000. The amount for 
ure there mignt be some connection | bridge work was considerably larger than 
established by rail, or whether the | s a 


| in the esti f £2,500,000. 
greater bulk of traffic would be by water. coin rade atte, 


If the greater bulk was by _ water, 3 : 7 F 
goods brought to or from the Uganda *Mr. PERKS: It is quite true. 16 was 
Railway had to cross the lake by steamer. |" made on the original Macdonald 
It was a matter of perfect indifference | @stimate of 1892, but I would point out 
whether the gauge was the same as on | that in the estimate of 1895, which was 
the other railways or not. Complaint was | laid before the House when these figures 
made also of the large cost involved in | 


of £3,000,000 were submitted and ap- 
making the change, but it had to be| 


proved, the statement there is that the 
remembered that the £500,000 would be | line would be completely bridged as in 
subject to some deduction for the value of | the 


original scheme. 
materials ; but as it was not known when | 
the change would be made, he did not} *Mr. BRODRICK understood that in 
like to make any allowance of that the original scheme the bridge work was 
character. It was obvious that to | not in all cases of a permanent character ; 
make a change in the estimate before! the smaller bridges especially had been 
any material was purchased was probably | made more substantial. That was one 
a very small thing compared to making a| point. Another point was with regard to 
change after the whole undertaking was | the insufficient survey of the land. He was 
completed. In the one case the whole of | not an expert, but he should suppose 
the huge stock had to be got rid of, while | that in surveying land such as this it was 
in the other it had not to be paid for at | certain that difficulties would arise in 
all ; consequently the difference between making an accurate estimate of every 
the two was very great. With regard to bridgewhich had to be made, when so many 
the land, proper instruments were being | hundreds of small bridges were involved. 
prepared. A certain amount of land had | In this case not only was the estimate 
been obtained from those who previously | larger, but the bridges had been made more 
possessed it, but most of it had been | elaborate, and the cost of iron and steel 
obtained by Act. Upon this point,| had risen greatly. The hon. Member 
however, he wou'd have to make a full) surely did not wish the Committee to 
statement. Undoubtedly considerable | think it was possible over land which had 
pecuniary advantage would be obtained | been only partially surveyed to put out 
from the land, and the slip of land by | contracts for bridge work four or five 
the side of the railway would, when sold, | years before it was needed, and without 
be put to the credit of the capital! knowing in many cases the exact sizes of 
account. the bridges required. 
Mr, Brodrick, 
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{14 May 1900} 


Bill. 118 


*Mr. PERKS: It is possible, and wih Mr. BAYLEY: We want to get to 
kn 


is exactly what is always done. 


ow who is the person really responsible 
for the management and the building of 


*Mr. BRODRICK said large orders | this railway. This Report we have in 
were given in the first instance, but he | 


doubted whether any contractor would 
ive orders under such circumstances. 
as was well known, in many recent railway 
undertakings in the United Kingdom 


there had been a very great disturbance | 


of estimates on account of the large rise in 
prices of iron and steel. As to ballast the 
hon. Member answered himself ; because 
the Committee did not arrange originally 
to ballast the whole of the line, and now, 
according to the hon. Member, competent 
persons were of opinion that the ballast 


would not be required. Therefore, what | 


the Committee were advised originally | been expended and that during the four 


our hands throws some daylight into this 
Uganda Railway construction at last. We 
have the fact pointed out here that the 
Crown Agent is the responsible person for 
the building of this railway. The 
Foreign Office have had no more to do 
with it than the signing of the contract. 
The agreement which the Foreign Office 
make with the Crown Agent out there is 
that he is to receive 1 per cent. on all 


stores ordered, and this payment covers 


| of the accounts. 


competent persons now said would not | 


be required. It was not an agreeable task 
to come before the Committee asking for 
an increase of nearly £2,000,000 on an 
original estimate of £3,000,000; but he 
submitted that where there was a change 
in the nature of the work proposed to be 
done the Committee were bound to expend 
a larger sum, and they were bouad also 
to expect an increase or a possible distur- 


} 


bance of the estimate from the fact that | 
the land had been insufficiently surveyed. | 


He had previously endeavoured to show 
the Committee, and he still thought, that 
considering this was a great Imperial 
undertaking from which not merely com- 
mercial but great political results were 


expected, the actual expenditure which | 
had been made and the actual sum in- | 


volved was not such as should frighten 
the Committee from voting the money. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester-. 


field): In the closing remarks of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs the whole House 
will have a considerable amount of 
sympathy. The right hon. Gentleman 
has had a very difficult task, and he has 
performed it with that usual dexterity 


with which the Foreign Office performs | 
At the same time I wish to | 


such tasks. 
say that I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman has replied in any satisfactory 
way to the criticism that railway men 
and men of business should have been 
placed in charge of this railway. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: All the members of 
the Committee are either business men or 
railway men, 


| with scarcely any traffic. 


or 942 in all. 


| been 


the whole expense, including the keeping 
The Foreign Office tell 
us in their Report that £3,000,000 has 


and a half years which this railway has 
under construction £15,801 has 
been paid in commission to the Crown 
Agent in addition to his salary. This is 
what has been paid, according to the Re- 
port, for transacting the financial business 
of the committee and for the keeping of 
the accounts of the railway. But the 
Crown Agent has not done his duty, be- 
cause we have not got the accounts for 
this year. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : How could you get 
them? With all respect to the hon. 
Member, this mode of argument is 
ridiculous. He is asking for accounts 
something like six weeks before they can 
be delivered. 


Mr. BAYLEY: But you have not got 
the accounts for last year. You put this 
power into the hands of a man and you 
pay him 1 per cent. commission for the 
making of all contracts and the placing 
of all orders for the supply of stores and 
material and the supervision of all con- 
tracts. What experience has the Crown 
Agent had in passing railway trucks and 
locomotives ? Has he had any experience 
in engineering at all? What does this 
gentleman do who gets £12,000 in four 
years? He orders as much as the 
engineers will allow him. He orders 
ninety-two new locomotives for 360 
miles of railway through a desert without 
a village and without a house near it and 
That is one 
locomotive for every five miles. Awd how 
many trucks does he order? Why, 
he orders ten trucks for every locomotive, 
That is fora line without 
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a particle of traffic on it. 
ordered besides goods 
stock. I think that if the Foreign Office 
do not stop this kind of thing and make a 


All that is 


{COMMONS} 
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another large Vote asked for if some- 


and passenger | thing is not done. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 


bargain with somebody who understands | District): I wish to say a few words in 
the ordering of locomotives and railway | regard to the way i: which this great 


trucks, you will probablyjfind a locomotive 
for every mile of the railway and ten 
trucks for every locomotive, and the rail- 
way will eventually be covered with 
locomotives and trucks. No business 
firm would ever think of bringing such a 
Report before any body of business men 
in this world. Some of otr large 
railways have not much more than one 
locomotive for every five miles, but here 
you have got this proportion without the 
slightest traffic at all. It has been com- 
plained that, after spending £50,000 upon 
the original survey of this line, you had 


to alter the plans, which caused an extra | 


expenditure of £2,000. The reason for 


that was that you never looked at the | 


thing, from the very commencement, from 
a business point of view. Let us look at 
the number of engineers you have got. 
You have two superintendents of works 


at £1,000 each ; seven district engineers | 
at £800 each; twenty-three assistant | 
engineers at £420 each; one locomotive | 


superintendent at a £1,000; and three 
assistant locomotive superintendents at 
£833. Now all these locomotives should 
be new and in perfect working order, and 
should not need to be constantly patched 
up. I am sure you do not want all this 
immense staff of engineers. At any rate, 
if you began with that immense staff, 
why did they not carry out the line in a 
different way, thus avoiding all this un- 
necessary expense. It is no use crying 
over spilled milk, but the House has a 
right to ask why the Foreign Oftice did 
not employ clear-headed business men who 
have had experience and knowledge of 
railway building. You have not got such 
men, as is evident by the very fact I have 
pointed out of having ninety-two loco- 
motives with ten trucks to each loco- 
motive. Wewant men who understand 
this business, and who have been brought 
up to it all their lives, to control this con- 
struction in a satisfactory and proper 
manner, and then there would be no dis- 
satisfaction in regard to the spending of 
this money. I hope the Foreign Office will 
look into this matter, for the further they 
go on as at present with this want of busi- 
ness knowledge the worse they will 


become, and I am sure there will he 


_ Mr. Bayley. 


| undertaking has been conducted. 


I had 
| an opportunity of saying something about 
| this question in a previous debate, and 
| the right hon. Gentleman opposite, in the 
courteous language which he always 
| adopts towards us, answered some of the 
objections which I then urged. I will not 
say that he answered them entirely satis- 
factorily, but perhaps, in some respects, 
he did get rid of the points made against 
him. But Ido not think that he really 
answered the comparison which I made. 
I said that when I noticed the great 
difference between the original estimate 
for this railway and the actual cost upon 
the present estimate, without in the least 
being a business man, I asked myself 
what really could be the cause of the 
difference. I compared it with the rail- 
| way from Beira to Fort Salisbury. I am 
not going into the details of the points I 
made about that railway, but the right 
hon. Gentleman said my comparison was 
not a fair one. Again I have been in 
| communication with an eminent firm who 
have made more miles of railway in South 
Africa than any other firm of contractors. 
I am informed that in the work of mak- 
ing the railway from Mombasa to Lake 
Victoria, the general conditions are prac- 
tically the same as those of the railway 
from Beira to Umtali. That you cannot 
have exactly the same gradients and 
curves and embankments follows as a 
matter of course, but the general condi- 
tions are the same. You have the same 
conditions with respect to the country, 
savage life, and the difficulty of rising 
from the sea level to the high watershed or 
plateau above. Then let us look again at 
the difference between the cost of the two 
undertakings. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not denied the statement that 
the cost of the railway from Beira to Fort 
Salisbury was £4,800 a mile. We are 
now asked in this case £7,505, and I 
observe that the right hon. Gentleman 
has carefully avoided giving an under- 
taking that this shall be the last and final 
demand on behalf of the Government in 
connection with this undertaking. The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 


‘our, point—16,000 labourers have been 


employed on this undertaking, and I am 
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credibly informed that 4 3,000 were | way. 


employed on the Beira. y this enor- 
mous difference ? Why do the agents of | 
the Government employ 16,000 labourers 
when contractors who have done similar 
work in another part of Africa have been | 
able to do it with 3,000, with one white 

employee to every ten natives, and in point | 
of time the Beira and Fort Salisbury | 
Railway compares favourably with this. 

Ido not want to go over all the ground 

which I covered on the last occasion, but | 
I should like to correct the right hon. 

Gentleman with regard to one matter. | 
According to my recollection he said, in | 
reference to a point which was taken by 
some of us on this side of the House, as 
to whether a contractor could be found 
who would undertake this work on reason- 
able terms, it was impossible to get any 
contractor to undertake a work which was 
at once doubtful, and possibly, though im- 
probably, unremunerative. From that, I 
apprehend, he meant that nobody would 
tender for it. Now, I respectfully say 
that if he looks at the documents in his 
office he will find an offer was made 
by a responsible firm to carry on the 
work on the report laid before 
Parliament. It was not accepted ; and I 
should like to hear from the right hon. 
Gentleman why he gave us the impres- 
sion that no one had offered to take from 
the shoulders of the Government the 
responsibility of carrying out this work. 
That is a question to which the Com- 
mittee is entitled to have a_ reply. 
Another point upon which I am entirely | 
dissatisfied is the gauge of the line. The | 
present line is a 3 feet 3 inch railway, 

which nearly approximates to the French 

metre system. How does that come 

about? The railway from Cairo south- 

ward to Omdurman is 3 feet 6 inch, and all 

the railways in South Africa with one | 
exception are 3 feet 6 inch gauge, and one 
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I desire it to be made, and I have 
never voted against the Government on 
any matter involving expenditure on 


_making railways, and the right hon. 


Gentleman will recognise that that 
is the case. My point is that 
the work has been mismanaged. 
I attack no individual; I ask for no 
specific name. I only express the view 
which I believe to be true, that there has 
been no management from first to last. 
Those are the main points [ wished to 
press on the right hon. Gentleman, and, 
in conclusion, | would ask him whether 
he is satisfied that this railway can be 


made for £8,505 per mile, and whether 


there are not responsible contractors to be 
found who would come forward and 
undertake to complete the work at a 
reasonable rate. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 
wish to say a word with regard to this rail- 
way, but before I deal with the points of 
the previous speakers I want to ask the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs as to 
a point put in some slight respect by the 
hon. Member for one of the Lincoln con- 
stituencies with regard to the parallel 
strips of land along the railway. I believe 
this railway runs through territory that 
we have acquired almost entirely by 
right of conquest, and the reason I raise 
the point which I am now about to raise 
is this: Every American knows that in 
every case the railways received conces- 
sions from individual States and Federal 
States for making a railway. The 
American railways were built on this con- 
dition, that they should have strips of 
land from six to twelve miles wide besides 
the railway handed over to the railway 
company, and the effect of that has been 
prejudicial to every industry in America 
that did not participate in the advantage, 


part of the cost of the Beira-Salisbury | and I do not want, in the case of the 


railway was caused by the alteration 
from what was originally contemplated 
to bring it into line with the others. Who 


advised the Foreign Office to build on this | 


gauge, and on what basis could he advise 
the Government to do it? He must 
have known that he could not have saved 
any material, and that the best course 
must have been to adopt the gauge of the 
country. What was the advantage to be 
derived from it? We have never had an 
answer yet to that question. I have not 
the slightest desire to object to this rail- 


Uganda Railway, for the people—say 
100 years hence—to suffer from the same 
cause. If the railway becomes a success, 
which I very much doubt, I do not want 
| the Foreign Office to lightly give away or 
sell strips of land close to the railway of 
| three, six, or twelve miles wide to con- 
'cessionnaires, a proceeding which may 
operate prejudicially to the prosperity of 
| the land through which the railway runs. 
If this is to be a State railway, I would 
/ask them to take all the land within a 
| reasonable distance of the railway, and not 
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to sell to any one who may come along 
for the purpose of exploiting or develop- | 
ing it, because if the railway is a success, | 


and this land is let to concessionnaires, it 
will be permanently prejudicial to the 
State. I would ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to be very careful how he deals 
with the land parallel with the line. If 
this is to be a State railway we ought to 


see that it is to be a permanent benefit to | 


this country and advantageous to the 
country through which it runs. Having 
said that I turn to our subject. The 
other night I gathered from the Under 
Secretary that the Crown agent was Sir 
Clement Hill, of the Foreign Office, and 
not Sir Montague Ommaney. I am now 
told that is not the fact, and that the 
Crown agent is Sir Montague Ommaney. 
All the remarks I applied to Sir Clement 
Hill on that occasion I intended to apply 
to the Crown agent only, and I desire 
now to know whether Sir Montague 
Ommaney is an engineer, because it ap- 
pears to me that if we are to have railways 
conducted by the Foreign Office we ought 
to have them conducted in a businesslike 
way, and it seems to me that you ought 
to have dispensed with the Crown agent- 
altogether and appointed a_ general 
manager and resident engineer in Uganda. 
It is impossible for a Committee which, 
however capable, sits in England to know 
the practical details, and have the control 
over a vast concern like the making of a 
railway, and unless we vest absolute and 
exclusive responsibility in a general 
manager on the spot, and have under him 
a responsible resident superintendent 
engineer, who has control of all the 
labour and the carrying out of all the 
contracts, it cannot be carried out success- 
fully. Instead of doing that we find a | 
committee composed, no doubt, of dis- 
tinguished persons who are helping the 
Government, but who are not on the spot, 
and there has been mismanagement and 
extravagance in expenditure. I want to 
see a general manager and superintendent 
engineer appointed, and let them live on | 
the spot. Then, as to the staff. We 
have seventy Europeans, who receive in 
salary £50,000. That is simply enor- 
mous. Fancy John Aird or any of the 
other great contractors employing such a | 
staff at such a salary to build 360 miles | 
of railway ! It is absolutely preposterous. | 
The Blackwall Tunnel, costing a million of 
money, only had one resident engineer at 
£1,000. Now, I want to safeguard my- 


Mr. John Burns. 


| the foreman. 
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self against the suggestion that I am 
making insinuations. I find by this 
memorandum that the Foreign Office are 
employing 16,000 labourers, and I notice 
that the amount of men does not quite 
square with the amount of pay per day. 
I know that these men are employed 
as they must be out there through their 
chiefs, or through gangers; and where 
men are employed in that way there is a 
possibility of considerable leakage in the 
payment of them. Now, I do not suggest 
that anything is wrong, but what I think 
is, where men are employed in this way 
through gangers or middlemen, especially 
if they are employed by Greek gangers, 
there is reason to be very careful, if not 
suspicious. I want to know whether the 
men on the pay list, and are paid, work, 
or whether this railway suffers from what 
we frequently suffer in this country, what 
is technically called “dead ‘uns,’—that 
is to say, the pay-sheet showing 1,000, of 
which only 950 work. The most careful 


-contractor has a hard job to prevent it, 


and the system is, I believe, not unknown 
in Government Departments. But in 
South Africa it is extremely necessary to 
see that the men employed get the money, 
and that the gangers do not impose on 
When I was working on 
similar work I found it very difficult to 
distinguish the number of men whom | 
have described in the technical phrase 
dead ’uns. I do not think [ have much 
more to say further than this, even at the 
eleventh hour, that the time has arrived 
when this advisory committee should be 
put on one side in favour of a general 
manager and engineer resident in Uganda, 
and that everything should be under their 
control. I do not think that the Crown 
agent should be employed on commission ; 
it is a very dangerous precedent to 
establish. Commission in any form is 
mischievous in principle, and I think we 
ought to get a good man and give him 
full power and authority, and not let him 
be dependent on commission. The dis- 
crepancies in the accounts show that the 
accounts are prepared in a_ most 
elementary manner, and the idea of 
having 92 locomotives for making 360 
miles of railway was ridiculous in the 
extreme. I believe you have wasted 
money because you have had no resident 
manager and engineer, and I agree with 
my hon. friend when he says that had 
you taken the proper initial step of 
having a proper man at the right time, 
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you could have got the work done on 
very reasonable terms. The whole thing 
has been mismanaged because you had 
this advisory committee at home giving 
its services gratuitously, and you never 


can get something for nothing, and | 
Foreign Affairs we have had the most 


you would have done better if you 
had taken the two contractors who 
sit on that side of the House. 
Five years hence this case will be quoted 


against you, and it will be said that no 
|merely resolved itself into an under- 


contractors could be got to make a rail- 
way in the unhealthy districts of Uganda. 
That is an additional reason why the 
Government should have shown the fullest 
cireamspection in the judicious selection of 
officers who would have made a less bad 
job of this very bad job. I ama friend 
of the Foreign Office on this matter. 
do not blame them altogether, for they 
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[| 


must learn experience in the school of | 


adversity. 
regard me as a friend of State railways, 
but they must be carried on on right 
lines. It is because this railway has 
not been carried on on right lines that it 
is more costly than it should have been. 
There is a sad passage at the end of this 
memorandum. I find that out of 16,000 
labourers employed 464 have died. 
That is a tremendous death-roll for a 
peaceful operation. But, further, there 
were 1,300 in hospital and 160 invalided 
home to India. That indicates a condi- 
tion of things which we ought to minimise 
if possible. I would appeal to the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, now that 
we are expressing sympathy with native 
labourers in another part of Africa, to 
see that these men are not overworked or 
badly treated, and that'medical stores and 
attendance are provided for the poor 
fellows. If there is one‘duty upon the 
Government, as Englishmen, when en- 
gaged in a work of this kind, it is to see 
that the men are well paid, well fed, well 
treated, and that their medical comforts 
are in excess of rather than under the 
necessary standard. Above all, they 
ought to see that the labourers when at 
work are provided with more protection 
from the ravages of wild beasts and 
disease than these men have been. As 
one who always received the utmost 
kindness from natives, I say that every 
kindness shown them comes back in a 
hundred ways. It begets cheerfulness and 
willingness at work. 


I ask the Under Secretary to | 
of mismanagement. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I have attended all 
the three debates which we have had on 
this subject, and have not yet ventured 
to address the House. Ina part of the 
reply of the Under Secretary for 


astonishing confession of mismanagement 
in regard to this matter I ever heard in 
the House of Commons. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the whole question 


estimate of the cost. The under-estimat- 
ing, however, is really very great, seeing 
that the original estimate was £1,750,000, 
that it was raised to £2,250,000, thatit was 
afterwards raised to £3,000,000, and thatit 
now stands at £5,000,000, althongh the 
latter sum is for a lesser mileage of 
railway than the original estimate of 
£1,750,000. It has been said that we 
have failed to point out any specific point 
I think anyone 
reading these Papers or listening to the 
speeches must have felt, at all events in 
regard to some important matters, that 
there was a_ considerable amount of 
muddle which has not been cleared up. 
We are told in the Papers that in regard 
to the very great increase in the cost of 
bridges, the original survey of the line 
was made in the dry season, and that the 
surveyors did not anticipate what bridges 
would be required during the wet season 
in Uganda, when the rivers are full of 
water. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: With due respect, 
what I said was that in the dry season 
it was impossible to estimate what bridges 
would be required in a wet season and 
what they would cost. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I certainly 
should find it very difficult ; but my busi- 
ness is not that of an engineer or surveyor. 
It shows, however, great incompetence on 
the part of someone, when there is a diffe- 
rence on the estimates between £200,000 
and £670,000. That is on the shoulders 
of those who drew up the report that the 
survey was taken in a dry season. Then 
as to the ballasting of the line ; surely it 
ought to have been decided at the original 
stage whether it was to be a light line 
or a heavy line. There is another 
point, which is not a question of 
estimates. We understand from the 
reports of the committee, and from 


what the right hon. Gentleman himself 
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has said, that in consequence of subse- 
quent discoveries there is a necessity to 
take up from the base a considerable 
amount of condensed water. That surely 
is a matter that ought to have been dis- 
covered at the initial stage of the line. 
Then there is the labour question referred 
to by the hon. Member for. Battersea, | 
regarding which some explanation should | 
be forthcoming from the Government. | 
The hon. Member for Swansea pointed 
out that we had experience of the same 
form of construction of railway in the 
case of the Beira line, and in _ that 
case the Indian labour amounted to 
3,000 men, compared in this case with 
16,000. As to the question of locomo- 
tives, that is not a matter of cost, but of 
common sense. It will take some years 
yet, or at least a great many months, 


{COMMONS} 





before the line is completed, but appa- 
rently all the locomotives required both | 
for passenger and goods traffic have been 
purchased. The consequence will be that | 
these locomotives will rot and rust for | 
many years, and when required will pro- | 
bably have disappeared in the sands of 
Africa. That is enough to condemn the 
mode in which this railway has been con- 
structed from the beginning. Then, the 
railway is constructed on a gauge abso- 
lutely different from all other British 
railways in other parts of Africa. We 
have hoped to have connection between 
British lines of railway from the South 
to the North of Africa, but this line is 
constructed on a gauge which will pre- 
vent it being a trunk line in connection 
with any other British railway system. 





The right hon. Gentleman said— 
and this is the only point he 
can put to his credit—that whatever 
may be the criticism in other respects, 
the zost of management had been very 
small—he put it at 7 per cent. I am 
bound to say, with the hon. Member for 
Battersea, that if cheap it has been very 
nasty. It would have been much better 
for us to have had competent, well-paid 
men in Africa than honorary officers mis- 
managing things in England. I have the 
greatest lack of confidence in the manage- 
ment of this Foreign Office committee, not 
only for their conduct in the past, but 
because we have had no suggestion that 
these estimates of £5,000,000 are any- 
thing more than a round figure; and 
they can give us no grounds for the belief 
that the railway will be completed for 
that sum, which is nearly double the 


Mr, Sydney Buaton. 
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original estimate. While the committee 
have grossly under-estimated the capital 
expenditure on the railway, I believe 
they are now grossly over-estimating 
the amount of traffic of a remunerative 
character likely to come to the railway, 
I do not think there is any likelihood of 
the railway being ever in a true sense of 
the term a paying concern. The right 
hon. Gentleman expects that the traffic 
receipts will be £120,000, and he puts 
this as a considerable asset against the 
capital expenditure. But I find that 
instead of there being anything ap- 
proaching that, these receipts, for the last 
half of 1899, including stores, were only 
483,000 rupees, whereas the working 
expenses were 1,400,000 rupees. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Perhaps the hon, 
Gentleman will allow me to say that the 
working expenses included the carriage 
of railway stores and a great mass of 
material. It is impossible to compare 
like with unlike. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I admit 
the validity of the argument in regard to 
the million and a half of rupees as cost of 
traffic. But I understand that the traffic 
does not pay working expense’. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The working ex- 
penses, including the carriage of all stores 
and material, is less than a million and a 
half rupees. If you take the traffic other 
than stores at the same rate it would 
amount to 150,000 rupees and more. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: § After 
the exhibition of incompetency of 
this committee to estimate the capital 
expenditure, I am not prepared to accept 
their estimate of traffic when they do not 
give us figures to support it. It seems 
to me a great mistake for a great and 
very competent Department, such as the 
Foreign Office, to undertake work for 
which they are obviously unfitted. This 
is the sort of work which should have 
been in the hands of contractors. I agree 
with Lord Rosebery when he says that of 
al! departments of Government the one 
least qualified to construct a railway was 
the Foreign Office. I have no particular 
suggestion to make at the present time. 
We have the railway in hand: and we 
have got to finish it. But when you have 
gross incompetency of this sort, I think 
some inquiry ought to be made by the 
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House of Commons whether we cannot | without food. In South Africa I do not 
finish it at some less expense than this. It | suppose any natives would work for four- 
is this sort of thing which brings so much | pence or a shilling a day. Wages are 
discredit on what is called Imperialism | fairly high, and considering the traffic 
and expansion in England. As the hon. | that has been going on for some con- 
Member for the Berwick Division said the | siderable time on this route, and con- 
other day, if you annex a large territory | sidering that the Swahilis have been in 
like this you are bound to have a railway, | the habit of being hired as labourers, 
but there is no reason why it should have | they must have been paid a higher wage 
been so mismanaged as it has been. than fourpence a day. I would ask 
whether before recourse was had on a 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): As far as | wholesale scale to Indian coolies at four- 
my recollection serves me the right hon. | teenpence a day, any offer was made to 
Gentleman was wrong in one important | the native labourers at more than four- 
particular in regard to this matter. He/| pence a day? There is one other point 
said that the land in Uganda was Eng-| which we are entitled to have explained. 
land’s by right of conquest. Now [| In the original estimate it was said that 
recollect that when the late Sir Lewis | it was only intended to allow for the 
Pellet was challenged on the subject he | importation of 7,500 labourers, mostly 
produced an enormous number of treaties | skilled, and the price of Indian skilled 
with African chiefs, not one of whose | labour was estimated at twelve pence a 
names I could pronounce. Butthe reason | day. Now this Paper says that the actual 
why I have risen is to make one more | amount paid for unskilled labour was four- 
effort to obtain from the Under Secre-| teen pencea day. That is extraordinary. 
tary s6me explanation as to the labour | It seems to me that the Under Secretary 
cost. The men who made the first of State ought to explain how that esti- 
surveys, including Colonel Macdonald, | mate was arrived at. The persons who 
stated in support of their estimates of | made it must have been grossly ignorant 
the cost of the railway their expectation | of the cost of Indian labour. But the 
of obtaining large masses of native labour | point I am chiefly anxious to have 
at the price of fourpence per day. Now | explained is how can it be accounted for 
this region had been traversed by tra- | that in a country where famine was raging 
vellers for many years before, and the | and the people starving, 16,000 labourers 
conditions on which native labour could | had to be imported from India. 
be obtained were perfectly well known. 


I want to know how it came about that; wr WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): The 


the calculation that the rough work of this | _. 
railway could be done by local native right hon. Gentleman has-told us that 


labour has beentotally disappointed. Since | this railway is managed by a committee 
the railway was commenced, all that|of experts. My opinion is that it is 
region has been desolated by the most | managed by a committee of muddlers of 
appalling famine, and it appears horrible | the first water. What have this com- 
when we read descriptions of the condi-| mittee been doing? They have been 
tion in which men, women, and children | ordering goods from hand to mouth. It 
were found there, that we should have | is the duty of railway contractors and all 
heen obliged to go to India and import | persons engaged in the construction of 
16,000 labourers, when the upportunity | large works to look a long way ahead. 
was afforded of giving employment to the | If their specifications had been properly 
local famine-stricken population. No ex-|drawn up, the committee would have 
planation has been: given why the local | ordered their material a long way ahead, 
native labourers were to be paid only | but that would not suit the gentlemen 
fourpence per day and the imported | who are paid by commission, because, of 
Indian labourer at fourteen pence a day, | course, the higher the price of the 
or why it is that there has been this | material the greater their commission. I 
horrible mortality among the Indian | wonder the right hon. Gentleman has not 
labourers. In regard to that point I wish | sufficient business tact to notice that. As 
to know whether there was any difficulty | soon as ever the right hon. Gentleman 
about the wages with the local natives. | can take the work out of the hands of 
Fourpence per day, even in Africa, is a| these muddlers the better it will be for 
very low wage, and I presume it was| the Britisn taxpayer. I do not believe 
VOL. LXXXUI. [Fourtu Sertes.] E 
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in unpaid services, and the services of this 
committee should be paid for. The 
Crown Agent’s commission amounts to 
£15,801, and there is also an expenditure 
of £12,463 for office expenses, etc., to 
which the right hon. Gentleman did not 
refer. Why should we not be supplied 
with details? The right hon. Gentleman 
also told us that he could not now arrange 
toalter the gauge. I do not know at what 
stage the committee took up the work, 
but I think they took it up early enough 
to have this question of gauge considered. 
What an absurdity it is to have different 
gauges in different parts of Africa, when 
your policy is to have one railway from 
Cape Town to Cairo. That railway is 
being pushed forward, I am glad to say, 
with a great deal of energy, but when it 
reaches Uganda a different gauge will be 
found there. “I maintain that the com- 
mittee ought to lave attended to that 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman says 
it would be an expensive business to alter 
the gauge. I have no doubt it would be 
costly at the present time, but I maintain 
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mittee is paid. Is the committee to-day 
the same committeethat started the work? 
I find that a sum of £10,229 has been paid 
for land and as compensation. Paid to 
whom ? I suppose the most of it has been 
expended in gin, whisky and rum to make 
the chiefs drunk. I do not blame the 
right hon. Gentleman for that, because 
that is how business is carried on in that 
| part of the world. I happento know. [ 
|have not been engaged in any job my- 
'self, nor am I interested pecuniarily 
|in any venture in that part of 
|the world, but I make it my 
| business to read up these matters, 
'and I have also the benefit of acquaint- 
| ance with people who have lived for many 
| years in that part of the world. It has 
been asked why native labour was not 
obtained, and fourpence per day was said 
| to be rather a low figure. I think it is 
| rather a high figure under the circum- 
/stances. I say there has been the 
| grossest mismanagement, and unless the 
right hon. Gentleman makes some ‘altera- 
tions, such as were suggested by the hon. 














that a serious blunder was made at an | Member for Battersea, who is a practical 
early stage in the construction. The |.man, and unless one or two efficient men 
right hon. Gentleman was asked if any | are sent out, I prophesy that the taxpayers 
land had been disposed of along the rail-| of this country will have to put their 
way, and his answer was that no land had | hands in their pockets for a great deal 
been disposed of, but that applications for | more money than £5,000,000 before this 
land had been received. The right hon. | railway is constructed. Why is the rail- 
Gentleman knows that there is no popu-| way being constructed? Is it for the 
lation along parts of the railway, and who | development of Empire? We all want to 
is going to purchase land in these parts ?| have ours the most glorious Empire under 
The planters would have to adopt a system | the sun. We are in for it, and I suppose 
of compulsory labour, under which the na- | we will have to pay for it. But I venture 
tives would be compelled to work so many | to say that some common sense ought to 
days each year. My feeling is that the | be brought to bear on this matter. I 
right hon. Gentleman will have to wait a | would urge the right hon. Gentleman to 
long time before he disposes of any land | take this railway out of the hands of the 
along that line of railway. Then he | muddlers and put it into the hands of 
referred to the question of bridges. In| competent men who will carry out the 
the construction of bridges, would not a | work in a businesslike fashion. 
competent engineer have allowed for the | ‘ 
rise of the rivers during tne wet season ¢ | 

It was the business of the engineer to have| *Mr. BRODRICK : I am placed in this 
done that. _The right hon. Gentleman | extraordinary position—that every hon. 
says that bridges have had to be made | Member who has criticised this railway 
stronger, and that in itself shows what 4 | scheme has contradicted one of the strong 
useless set of men are looking after this | 


business. He also tells us that iron and | Pts made by some hon. Member who 


steel are more costly now. Why, every | preceded him. For instance, the hon. 
schoolboy knows that, but I say that this| Member for Poplar, who spoke with an 
committee of muddlers ought to have | amount of acrimony rare as coming from 
arranged for their contract several years him, said that the administration was too 
ago, before the enormous increase in the cheap, whereas the hon. Member for 
price of iron and steel occurred. We are | Battersea complained that it was too 
told that only one member of the com- | dear. 


Mr, Weir, 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I said it 
was cheap and very nasty, and that I 
would rather have it dearer. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : What I stated was 
that the hon. Gentleman considered the 
administration too cheap; I left out the 
latter part of the phrase. On the other 
hand, the hon. Member for Battersea says 
itis too dear. Again, the hon. Member 
for Poplar said that there ought to be 
more highly paid officials conducting the 
work in Africa, and the hon. Member for 
Battersea urged that there were too many 
men on the spot drawing large salaries. 
In the same way the hon. Member for 
Gateshead complained very vigorously 
that our locomotives were too few and too 
cheap, whereas a tremendous attack has 
been made upon us because it is said our 
locomotives were too numerous and too 
costly. The hon. Gentleman for Poplar, 
who is never tired of addressing this 
House on questions of slavery, declared 
over and over again that no forced labour 
should be used in regard to this railway. 
I informed the House the other night that 
it was because we were unable to get free 
labour in Africa that we were forced to 
import Indian labour, and now the hon. 
Gentleman has the face to get up and ask 
why it is that the Government have not 
used African labour. He is so anxious to 
find any stick to beat the Government 
with that he is prepared even to 
go back on _ his own previous 
speeches and magnificent;perorations. He 
appeals to the House not to sanction any 
system of forced labour, although he 
knows perfectly well that there are only 
two ways of getting labour in Africa or 
elsewhere—either voluntary or by force. 
We have also been attacked to-night with 
regard to the health of the Indian coolies. 
We were told that they were dying by 
thousands. The hon. Member for Batter- 
sea appealed to us to instruct the Euro- 
pean managers in Africa to take more 
care of the health of the coolies. But 
what are the statistics? The death rate 
is about 29 per 1,000, which is below the 
average of a great many English towns. 
[An Hon. Member: Oh, oh!] Yes; 
there are many English towns with that 
death rate, and in India there are quite 
anumber of places where the death rate 
is higher. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Not for adult 
labourers. It includes all ages, especially 


{14 May 1900} 





Bill. 134 


infants, among which mortality is ex- 
cessive. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: But the men were 
brought from one climate to a totally 
different climate, and some increase in 
the death rate might be expected, and I 
think it is very creditable to the British 
officials that they have managed under 
great difficulties to keep the death rate 
so low. But of all the attacks which 
have been made on the Government, the 
one which seems to me to have less 
weight than any of the others is the 
attack with regard to the question 
of the gauge. It is well known that 
the railway terminates on the Lake, 
and that the connection can only be 
resumed by rail at the other side of the 
lake, a distance of 250 or 300 miles. 
Who ever thought of complaining because 
English railways are not of the same 
gauge as the railways of France? Who 
ever thought that the peopie of France 
were extremely unwise in having different 
gauges from the railways in England ? 
As there is a break of over 250 miles the 
question of gauge does not really make 
any material difference. I have been 
asked by almost every speaker whether I 
would not guarantee that the money now 
asked for would complete the railway. I 
am not going to put myself in such an 
absurd position as to stand bail for a 
thing regarding which no man can under 
the circumstances give an _ absolute 
guarantee. All I can do is to bring 
before the Committee facts and figures. 
We have spent 60 per cent. of the money, 
but we have done in every respect more 
than 60 per cent. of the work. The 
actual line open is over 60 per cent., the 
actual embankment constructed is over 
80 per cent., and the locomotives in hand 
are 100 per cent. It is very easy to 
divide the number of miles by the 
number of locomotives, but obviously you 
require a larger number of locomotives 
when you are bringing upa large amount 
of material on a single line, and it would 
be very poor economy to get locomotives, 
costing about £2,000 each, which might 
not be subsequently required. With 
regard to the expenditure I do not 
apologise for it at all. It is said that 
the managing members of the Committee 
ought to be in Africa. I do not 
think that should be so. If we are to 
have a managing board in London, we 
must have as managing member an ex- 
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pert who is responsible for the work, and 
we must also have a competent man in 
charge in Africa. We have in Africa a 
competent engineer at a salary of 
£1,600 a year, and, so far as we know 
he is an excellent man for the work. 
The point which I should like the Com- 
mittee to remember is that it is perfectly 
clear that the traffic is paying its own 
way. The railway is already earning 
from £60,000 to £65,000 a year. We 
can only estimate from that, but I think 
that we may estimate that when the 
traffic is no longer one way we shall be 
able to double the present traffic. We 
fully believe that the railway will pay 
its way in the future so far as the work- 
ing expenses are concerned. It is 
of course a question as to how 
far the capital sum can be met 
by the receipts from the railway. 
I can only deeply regret that so many 
members of the Committee have taken 


so sinister a view on the matter of this | 


railway. Ido not think that any con- 
tractor under the circumstances of 
Uganda, and looking to the conditions 
under which the country was surveyed, 
and the information on which this House 
proceeded, would have found it wise to 
undertake a large and expensive contract. 
I can only say this—that I do rot believe 
any body of men, paid or unpaid, could 
have given more earnest and complete 
attention to their work than this Com- 
mittee has done. I believe that in deal- 
ing with a railway of this character you 
are certainly taking a leap in the dark 
when you proceed without a complete 
survey. This House determined not to 
wait, but to proceed upon a reconnais- 
samce survey, and in the circumstances 
some errors were unavoidable. I can only 
congratulate myself that, although there 
has been a chorus of dissatisfaction on the 
other side of the House at the manner in 
which the Foreign Office constructed this 
railway, an equally unanimous chorus of 
satisfaction has been expressed on this 
side, and with that I am willing to rest 
content. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
The right hon. Gentleman seems perfectly 
surprised that we have not gone into all 
the history of this railroad and dealt with 
its political and other aspects. This is 
not a Second Reading debate. The House 
has already decided that this railway is 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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to be made, and we are endeavouring at 

the present moment to induce the Foreign 
| Office to act as practical businesslike men. 
If the right hon. Gentleman wished it, 
_and if it were in order, I should be happy 
'to finish the evening by discussing the 
whole question of the Uganda Railway, 
‘but that would be out of order. My 
hon. friend was strongly in favour of a 
railway being built to Uganda, but it does 
_not follow that he was in favour of the 
| Foreign Office constructing the railway 
‘and fooling all over Africa until it comes 
| to a place called Florence Bay. ‘We do 
/not know anything about Florence Bay,” 
| the Government say, ‘but that is enough 
| for the stupid donkeys sent to represent 
'the people in the House of Commons.” 
| An attack has been made on the hon. 
| Member for Poplar for referring to the 
| work as cheap and nasty. When my hon. 
friend referred to the work as cheap and 
nasty he meant that you could not plead 
that you have not spent money for 
nothing. It may be urged that it is not 
so. The right hon. Gentleman seems to 
have his knife in my hon. friend the Member 
for Poplar. He said he was an advocate 
of forced labour. Why, it is owing to 
the action of my hon. friend that there is 
no forced labour on this line. When the 
reconnaissance survey was made, it was 
estimated that you would get 16,000 
Africans. Everybody knew perfectly 
well that it would be absolutely im- 
possible to get 16,000 Africans without 


| some sort of forced labour, and it was the 


protests made by my hon. friend against 
your slaving these unfortunate people, 
that forced you to alter your proposal. 
The right hon. Gentleman need not take 
credit to himself and the Government. 
You ought to give credit to my hon. 
friend and to others on this side of the 
House. The only item I would justify 
in the whole thing is the wage you have 
to pay these coolies. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am sorry to 
destroy the hon. Gentleman’s point. My 
predecessor, who introduced this Bill to 
the House, distinctly stated that no 
forced labour would be employed. If 
you give credit, you should give it where 
it is due. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: We were told 
that no “forced labour” would be em- 
ployed in Rhodesia and the Transvaal. 
That is the general term employed. There 
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would have been forced labour here if it | gentlemen, the Foreign Office clerks, 
had not been for the noble exertions of | when they found that the railway was 
my hon. friend. The right hon. Gentle-| costing so much, thought they would 
man twitted me for what I said six years|make a _ little economy themselves 

o in a debate, when I complained of by reducing the length of the railway 
the ill-health of the Indians employed on | fifty miles. The statement did not 
the railroad. He pointed to them as| appear in a single one of the Papers 
being as healthy as any in England. Only | except in the most incidental way. I 
about 1,000 had died, and it was said | think it would have been satisfactory if 
there was no English town where the | the right hon. Gentleman had included in 

rcentage was more favourable. I take | the statistics laid before the House the 
the round figures. You have 16,000 | additional expenditure for making these 
coolies employed there. In the last year | piers, not only at Florence Bay but at 
450 died and 1,500 were invalided. In | the point of landing at Uganda, and also 
this exceptionally healthy place you have | for the provision of steamers. The right 
one man in eight either invalided or | hon. Gentleman told us to think of the 
dead. I think the disease and mortality | great advances which had been made, and 
among these unfortunate men is rather | to look at the number of locomotives and 
high. The right hon. Gentleman talked | carriages they had already. He in his 
about the gauge and scoffed at the | last statement said that we are to make 
valuable observations made by the hon. | £100,000 per annum out of this railroad. 
Gentleman behind me on that subject. He | That is to be the gross profit from one 
asked what this railway has to do with any | train per diem. At the commencement 
railway we may make from the Cape to | it was to be one train per week. How in 
Cairo. I did at least suppose that it had | the name of wonder can you require 
entered the minds of the Foreign Office | ninety locomotives and 202 passenger 
Committee that in making this railroad | carriages for one train per diem? The 
to Florence Bay, which is 100 miles| fact is that these gentlemen at the 
south of Uganda, we might make a con-| Foreign Office do not know much about 
nection with the Cape to Cairo line. This | railroads. They said, “Here is something 
railway is to go to Florence Bay, and | we don’t understand, let us throw dust in 
there it is to stop. Does the right | the eyes of the House of Commons.” The 
hon. Gentleman know anything about | right hon. Gentleman said he would not 
Florence Bay? He has not told us| guarantee what it would cost, but he 
about it, and I will tell you why.|did guarantee that the railway would 
I don’t think that more than a dozen| pay its way. The right hon. gentle- 
white men have ever seen Florence Bay.|man has no right to make these 
The reason is that it is one of the most un- | assumptions to the House. He cannot, 
healthy parts of the Lake, and even natives | with the data now before him, know more 
cannot live there. Yet this railway is to | about the matter than any Member of 
dump down its passengers in the midst of | this House. The right hon. Gentleman 
a swamp. I ask how are they to be | talks about the present traffic, but it has 
carried to Uganda? ‘QOh,” said one} been shown that there is no traffic in the 
right hon. Gentleman, “we have a/| territory between Uganda or Florence 
steamer on the Lake.” There are ninety-| Bay and Mombasa. Where you get your 
five locomotives to bring them up to the | passengers must be from the employees 
Lake, and one steamer is to carry them | of the railroad. You do not get them 
further. Then the right hon. Gentleman | from Uganda. Will the right hon. 
said he had no doubt a company would Gentleman get up and tell me that the 
take up the matter and put steamerson | savages are using the railway? I saw 
theLake. I hope for the sake of the tax-| recently that there had been an increase 
payers they will do so, but I say for my-| of the traffic, and I knew that the right 
self I will not take shares in that com-|hon. Gentleman would boast about 
pany. The right hon. Gentleman has|it. I made inquiries how this happened 
entirely blinked the connection which had | to be. I found it was due to the fact that 
to be made between Florence Bay andj the Foreign Office peopie allowed the 
Uganda. In Florence Bay you have to/ coolies holidays to go backward and for- 
make harbours and piers, and you haveto| ward to Mombasa. That is _ the 
put steamers on the Lake if nobody else | passenger traffic on which the right hon. 
will do it to save you. These intelligent | Gentleman is asking the House to spend 
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five millions sterling, under the impres-| *Mr. BRODRICK: Some were. 
sion that they will get it back. We have 
been fooled, and there can be no question Mr. LABOUCHERE: The right hon. 
about it. The right hon. Gentleman | Gentleman says some were. hy were 
comes down here and tells us what the | not the others put out to tender? It 
construction will cost, but he will not) seems to me that when you employ a 
guarantee it. He says that a little more | gentleman who receives his salary through 
than 60 per cent. of the whole line has ¢ommission you ought to insist, when you 
been finished up to the present moment | have large contracts to make for rails and 
for 60 per cent. of the capital. Does! such like articles, that public tenders 
the right. hon. Gentleman know that | should be invited in order to get the best 
it is easy to make railroads in| article in the best market. The Com- 
some places and not easy to make | mittee of the Foreign Office has no survey 
them in others? If you were making | hefore it, and yet it makes these wild, 
a railway from Paris to Italy you! reckless estimates. We have wasted 
would find that the real cost would be in | monev on this railway, and we will con- 
going through or over the Alps. If you | tinue to waste money as long as the 
camz and said, “We have made half the | present Government are in office. 
railway and only spent half the capital,” | 
and if you had still to make a tunnel | 
through the Alps, everybody would| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When the 
laugh at the right hon. Gentleman. I am | first estimate of £3,000,000 was sub- 
as certain as | am of my own existence | mitted we were told that it covered a fair 
that before we finish this Uganda railway | and generous margin. You have very 
somebody representing the Foreign Office |soon afterwards another demand for 
will appear in this House and say that | £2,000,000 more. It is absurd, and it 
errors have been made, and that one, two, | would be unreasonable to suppose that 
three or four millions are required. £5,000,000 will cover the cost. You can- 
Admitting that the railway has to be | not expect it to cover the cost when the 
made, and. made if you like to Florence | construction of the railway is put into the 
Bay, we want it made on strict business | hands of gentlemen whom the hon. Mem- 
and commercial principles, because in | ber for Ross and Cromarty calls muddlers. 
that way I think we will get a better | They are not muddlers in their own pro- 
railroad for the money and the line will | fession. They are brought up to copy 
cost less. After all the mistakes made by | despatches, they can negotiate, and they 
this committee of the Foreign Office we | can keep all the secrets they do not know ; 
cannot induce the right hon. Gentleman | but when you call upon them to construct 
to change the system. He says that this | 4 railway you put an unreasonable demand 
system is to go on. If that is to be done | uponthem. If those Foreign Office gentle- 
we shall have to spend twice what is| men gave their time for nothing to the 
necessary. As to the Crown Agents’ | work of this railway, what became of their 
commissions, I really cannot understand | Foreign Office work? Surely either they 
why you should employ these Crown | had no work at all to do in connection 
Agents at all. You have a director of | with the railway, or their Foreign Office 
contracts at a fixed salary. | work must be disgracefully neglected. 

| 

| 

*Mr. BRODRICK : We have no director | *Mr. BRODRICK : Both of the gentle- 


of contracts. /men on the committee have worked a 


nnd _ 4. | very large number of hours overtime, and 
Mr. LABOUCHERE : You have direc-| had not had their vacation for a con- 


tors of contracts for the War Office and | |. : 
the Navy. If you had applied to one of | are 4.308 
these directors he would have done the | 

work. He is a servant of the Govern- Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : My ex 
ment collectively, and you could make | PeFience of one of them is that he does 
him do it. Why you are giving the|t get to the office before eleven or 
Crown Agents £15,000 I cannot for the | twelve o'clock. 

life of me understand. Further, I would | 

ask the right hon. Gentleman whether! *Mr. BRODRICK: He is at the office 


these contracts were put out to tender? __ till eight o’clock at night. 
Mr, Labouchere. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Are they 
fully occupied with Foreign Office work 
or ralway work? They cannot do a full 
day’s work at both, and if you ask them 
to do two days work in one day’s time 

ou.are destroying the lives of valuable 
ublic servants. conceive that it is a 
ridiculous mistake to employ officials who 
have not the training necessary for con- 
structing a railway. You might as well 
ask the bishops and archbishops to go out 


and command the army in South Africa. | 
This would be better, because some of | 


the bishops are naturally fighting men. 
Whether the cost is £5,000,000 or 


£7,000,000 I am afraid we have no choice | 


in the matter. 


the Crown Agents is perfectly outrageous. | 


Of course I can understand the Foreign 
Office saying, ‘‘ We are told that this is 
strictly according to rule. We do not 
know a rail from a chimney-pot, but we 
have to buy this. There are the Crown 
Agents for the Colonies. These gentlemen 
are accustomed to buy for the colonies, 
and they will buy for us on the same 
terms.” The 1 per cent. is higher than 
they used to get from the colonies. 
avery high commission. I do net know 


whether the right hon. Gentleman is | 
The three | 
Crown Agents have accumulated a fund | 
of £341,000. That is a proof that they | 


aware of this other fact. 
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The 1 per cent. paid to | 


It is | 
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the carrying out of this work, but I am 
sure that no one wishes to say that the 
gentlemen forming that committee have 
been less capable of performing the dutiss 
entrusted to them than any other body 
in the service of the Crown would have 
been under similar circumstances. ‘The 
quarrel is with the Government not only 
for having selected them for carrying 
out a duty for which, perhaps, they 
are not fitted, but having withdrawn 
them from work for which they were 
better qualified, and, still more, for 
having persisted in defending the present 
system which by their own admissions 
the Government have shown has failed 
so lamentably. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has made two defences in regard to 
'the management of this railway. The 
| first was when the hon. Member for North 
| Louth brought this matter forward, and 
'the other we have listened to tonight. 
| No one who heard the two defences could 
| fail to be struck by the dissimilarity of 
| attitude taken up on the two occasions. 
| In the first case the right hon. Gentleman 
entirely admitted miscalculations in 
| various important respects; he said the 
| price of labour and of material had un- 
expectedly risen, and I am_ perfectly 
certain that if the right hon. Gentleman 
had given the Committee any indication 
that a different form of control or that 





charge more for the work than is required. | more care would be exercised in the 
I wish to know whether the right hon. | future, criticism on this side of the House 
Gentleman is going to pay this 1 per| would have been very largely disarmed. 
cent. when it is demonstrated to be | But this evening he has taken an entirely 


more than the cost of the work. | different line, and has defended all the 
It has been shown that 1 per, sins of omission and commission which 
cent. is more than is _ necessary. lhave been only too evident in the 


We have not reached the end of this 


/management of the railway up to the 


question by a great deal, and there is a present, thereby making his case worse, 


vast amount of matter that will require 
to be probed to the bottom. It may, 
perhaps, be very desirable to know the 
exact circumstances under which this 
gentleman did retreat from his office of 
Crown Agent. We are paying far too 
much for buying the material, and the 
least the Government can do is to reduce 
the amount of the commission. 


_ was exceedingly weak. 


and the more completely justifying our 
criticisms. We have had very little clear 
information as to the real position and 
work and emoluments of the Crown 
Agents, but I will not go into that now. 
With regard to the traffic and working 
expenses and the question of the gauge, 
the defence of the right hon. Gentleman 
As to the traffic 





| and working expenses, surely it must be 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I | 


admitted not only that for the convey- 


wish to add one word to the protest which ance of stores which are sent up by the 





has been made in regard to the manage- |Government for the support of the 
ment of this business by the Foreign Office. | labourers working on the railway has 
We have heard a great deal in this debate | there been a large return, but also that 
about the Foreign Office Committee, | there are a number of native traders who 
because that has been the executive com- | have gone up the railway, as is generally 
mittee charged by the Government with | the case when large gangs of workmen are 
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doing work of this kind, establishing 
themselves in little huts and shanties at 
the head of the line, and that the goods 
they ordered and which went up over the 
line have formed a very large addition to 
the present traffic proceeds of the line 
which must cease when the railway is 
completed. However, both sides of the 
House are committed to the principle of 
constructing this railway, and possibly it 
may be too much to expect that the rail- 
way should pay even working expenses, 
far less any interest on the capital at pre- 
sent. The right hon. Gentleman referred 
to statistics of mortality in the working 
gangs on this railway, and he alluded to 
the statistics of mortality in some of 
our large towns. It is entirely fallacious 


to compare for one moment the statistics | 


of mortality among adult workmen, no 
matter where they may be engaged, with 
the statistics of mortality of a full popu- 
lation of men, women, and children. As 
to the gauge, the right hon. Gentleman 
ridiculed the criticism of my hon. friend 
when he pointed out the advisability of 
the gauge of one railway being the same 
as that of another, because, said he, there 
will be a lake between the two railways, 
and therefore you will have to break bulk. 
But the right hon. Gentleman surely for- 
got that it is only within the last few 
months that the alteration in the direction 
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enterprises when undertaken are not 
economically and efficiently managed. It 
is greatly to the interest not only of this 
side of the House, but also of the Govern- 
ment, that they should join in asserting 
the control of the House of Commons 
over expenditure of this kind. It may 
very probably be the case that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, when preparing 
his Budget for next year, will look with 
regret at the additional £2,000,000 
which have had to be laid out in the 
extension of this railway. I quite 
agree with the Under Secretary as to the 
doubt whether any contractors would 
ever have undertaken this work, and it is 
more than we can reasonably ask him, 
especially after the experience of the 
past, to fix any limit to the expenditure 
which may be necessary before this line 
| is completed, thus laying himself open to 
| attacks if his estimate is exceeded. I 
'share his objection to anything of that 
| kind, but I must say that the attitude he 
| has adopted in this debate has not been 
|an encouraging one to those of us who 
| desire to see economical and _ efficient 
| management, while if anything is likely 
to shake the confidence of the country 
'in such enterprises it is the conviction 
that the House of Commons no longer 
cares to exercise any control over these 
matters. 








of the line was made which would take | 


the line to the lake. 
anything more likely to discourage the 
country from proceeding with enterprises 


of this kind than the conviction that such | 


I cannot conceive | 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 147; 
Noes, 41. (Division List No. 123.) 


AYES. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 





haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 


Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn | Coghill, Douglas Harry | Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Goldsworthy, Major-General 


Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r | Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Balfour, Rt AnGerald W( Leeds | Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

| Curzon, Viscount 
Bethell, Commander Denny, Colonel 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-( Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M. 8. (Brist’] 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 





Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
on. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn. J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (W’re’r 


Capt. Sinclair, 


Douglas, Rt. 





Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,Rt. HaGJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augustus 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houstcn, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Hutton, John (York, N.R.) 
Johnson- Ferguson, JabezEdw. 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slanev, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. | 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Muntz, Philip A. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Burns, John 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, Saml. 'T. (Glamorgan) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Holland, William Henry 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | 


Clause 2 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; to | 
be read the third time upon Thursday. 


NAVAL RESERVE (MOBILISATION) 


BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Smith, Abel H.(Christchureh) 


| Labouchere, Henry 


| O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Murray, ktHnAGraham (Bute | Stanley,EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 

| Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Talbot, Rt. Hon.J.G.(Ox. Unv. 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 

Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 

Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. 

Whiteley,H (Ashton-under-L. 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 

Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 

Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 

Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 


Pease, Herbert Pike(D’rlington 


Pilkington, R.(Lancs, Newton) 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn HoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest’ George 
Purvis, Robert 

Kasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Cuarles 
Riterie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) | 


TRLLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Me. Anstruther. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | 
Sidebottom, William(Derbys. ) 


Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


NOES. 

Kilbride, Denis Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 

| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Trevelyan, Charies Philips 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ. T( Hudders’d 


Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘(ithee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Oldroyd, Mark 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. | 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Perks, Robert William 
Price, Robert John 
Reckitt, Harold James 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Sinclair and Mr. 
Brynmor Jones. 


| Council might have called out. There 
| was, however, a very great difference 
| between the power in regard to the two 
services. In the case of the Army, if Parlia- 
ment was not sitting it had to be called 
| together to authorise the calling out of 
| the men, but in the case of the Navy 
| there was no such necessity. The fear 
|was that the Admiralty might. take 
powers to call out the whole of the 
Reserves, but say they were going to call 








Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that power was sought under this 
Bill to adopt the principle which had been 
agreed to in the case of the Army Re- 
serves. It gave the Admiralty the same 
power of calling out only a portion of the 
Volunteer Reserves which the Queen in 
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out only, perhaps, 5,000, and then shortly 
afterwards they might go on calling them 
out until the whole number were up. 
Upon the assurance of the Admiralty, 
however, that that would not be done, he 
did not desire further to oppose the Bill. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
F 











Adjournment of 
POOR REMOVAL 


Considered in Committee. 


147 
BILL. | 


| 


' 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, | 
Penrith, in the Chair. | 
Mr. CALDWELL said that in the! 
case of Scotland there was a dispensing | 
power given to the Local Government 
Board of not insisting upon the depor- 
tation of a pauper, and the object of the 
clause he had put upon the Paper was 
to give the same power to the Local 
Government Board in England. His con- 
tention was that in dealing with the de- 
portation of paupers the law should as 
far as possible be uniform throughout the 
Kingdom. He understood that the ob- 
jection was that the Board had not the 
staff for the purpose of inquiring into 
these matters, but that was really no 
argument whatever. If the thing was 
right and proper in itself, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would not say one word 
against having a sufficient sté uff to carry 
out purposes sanctioned by Parliament. 


Tue SECRETARY To THE LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 


Russet, Tyrone, 8.) said there was | 
no necessity for this power in the) 
ease of England. What the Bill 
proposed was that should an Irish | 


person apply for relief in any union in 
England, and it was proved before a | 
magistrate that the person had lived for 
five years in England, a status of irremov- 
ability should be conferred by that fact. 
As this was a very old question, which 
had been discussed for thirty or forty 


years, he hoped the Bill would be allowed | 


to go through without opposition. 


Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that the 
same argument applied to Scotland as to 
England, and all he asked was that the | 
same powers should be given in both 
eases. He did not wish to delay the Bill 
in any way. The Amendment was not 
put down in that spirit, but merely to 
show that the point was breught up 
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when the Bill was passing through Com- 
mittee, and that the Government would 


| not accept it. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the Local 
Government Board had carefully con- 
sidered this matter, but did not think 
‘they could take upon themselves the 
responsibility involved. 


Bill reported without Amendment ; 
read the third time, and passed. 


COUNTY SURVEYORS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 


Thursday. 


NEW BILL. 


SEPARATE ASSESSMENT OF LAND. 


Bill to provide for the Separate Assess- 
ment of Land, and to amend the Law 
relating to Parochial Assessments in 
England and Wales, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Billson, Mr. Burt, Sir Walter 
Foster, Mr. Lloyd- George, Mr. Fenwick, 
and Mr. Trevelyan. 


SEPARATE ASSESSMENT OF LAND 


BILL. 

“To provide for the Separate Assess- 
| ment of Land, and to amend the Law 
‘relating to Parochial Assessments in 
| England and Wales,” presented accord- 
| ingly, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, 30th 
May, and to be printed. | Bill 200.] 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 15th May, 1900. | 


| 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 
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The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navi- 
gation. 

Water Orders Confirmation [H.L. ]. 

North Metropolitan Railway and Canal. | 


The same were ordered to lie upon the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the peti- 
tions for additional provision in the 
following Bills :-— 

North British Railway [H.L.] 

North-Eastern Railway [H.L. | 


ought to be dispensed with, and leave | 


given to the Committee on the Bills to 
insert the additional provisions. 


Read, and agreed to. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 

A Petition of Messrs. Grahames, Currey, 
and Spens, of No. 30, Great George 
Street, Westminster, parliamentary 
agents, praying for leave to present a 
Petition of Hamilton Corporation, praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bill, 
although the time limited by Standing 
Order No. 93 for presenting such Petition 
has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be 
considered on Thursday next, in order to 
its being dispensed with in respect of the 
said Petition. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS 
(No. 2) BILL. 

A Petition of Messrs. Watson, Sons, 
and Room, of No. 16, Bridge Road, | 
Hammersmith, solicitors, praying for) 
leave to present a Petition of Hammer- | 
smith Vestry, praying to be heard by | 


VOL, LXXXIII. [(Fourt Szriss.] 


{15 May 1900} 





150 


counsel against the Bill, although the 
time limited by Standing Order No. 93 
for presenting such Petition has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
and Standing Order No. 93 to be con- 
sidered on Thursday next, in order to its 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said Petition. 


Business. 


MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE, AND DAL- 
MELLINGTON RAILWAYS (ABAN- 
DONMENT) BILL [#1]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (WATER) BILL. 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3%, and passed. 


DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L.}. 


RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN. 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [#.1.}. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


BEDFORD GAS BILL. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
VALE OF RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


_IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE PATENT 


BILL [H.L.]. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA- 
TION BILL [1.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
G 
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NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) GAS [ ree. AND BELLSHILL RAIL.- 
BILL [H.L.]. WAY BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, | GLASGOW ee to REGULATIONS 
with Amendments. BILL [H.L.]. 


GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | BILL [H.L.]. 

ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.1.}. NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [x.1.} 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISION i 5 j 
ORDERS (No. §) BILL [Hu} ‘That'tho Rarl of ‘Clavondon be prepa 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) | to the House as a member of the Select 
BILL [H.1.}. | Committee on the said Bills in the place 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) = the Lord Farquhar ; read, and agreed 


L [H.L.}. 
Read 2¢ iter to Order). Neila “SERS 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WEST INDIES (JAMAICA). 


Contract between the Crown Agents 
for the Colonies and Messrs. Elder, 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [#.L.}. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made; Standing 


Committee negatived; the Report of D . dC nk a hi 
Amendments to be received on Thursday ~~ °™@PS¥@r, anc Vompany, Tor a steamship 
| service between Jamaica and the United 


next. | Kingdom, dated 19th April, 1900. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 1) BILL (No. 79). { STEEL RAILS. 


sai aliens ikcee hands iidairiinnaice. | | _ Report of the Committee appointed by 
; NG , the Board of Trade to inquire into the 
recused males Avenel cinch | loss of strength in steel rails through use 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | | on railways ; together with the appendices 


ORDERS (No. 4) BILL (No. 81). | the ereto. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL TREATY SERIES, No. 11 (1900). 
ORDERS (No, 5) BILL (No. $2). | Convention between the United King- 


dom and France, regulating the tele- 
graphic communication between the two 
| countries ; signed at Paris 17th February, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | 1900: (ratifications exchanged at Paris, 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL (No. 84). | | 2nd April, 1900). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL (No. 83). 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 


to be printed; and referred to the ne Presented (by Command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. 


aminers. 
SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL | GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
[H.L.]. ACT, 1870. 
RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE. | .. Report by the Board of Trade as to 


MENTS BILL [H.L.]. | dispensing with the consent of the Ton- 
| bridge Urban District Council in the case 


SCH ATHAM. AN: D PR R me Saaee | of the Tonbridge Water Provisional 
BILL [H.L.]. | Order. 
FOLKESTONE, SANDGATE,AND HYTHE | | ve x . 
NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS 
TRAMROADS BILL [u.1.} | (IRELAND) PENSIONS FUND. 
Report from the Committeeof Selection, |; | Accounts of receipts and payments for 


That the Lord Headley be proposed to | ‘the period to 31st December, 1899. 
the House as a member of the Select | 

Committee on the said Bills in the place | IMPERIAL DEFENCE. 
of the Lord Wandsworth; read, and| Account of all moneys issued from the 
agreed to. | Consolidated Fund, of sums borrowed, 
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and of transactions in relation to sums so 
borrowed, up to 31st March, 1900, in 
pursuance of the Imperial Defence Act, 
1888. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.L.]. 
Petitions for amendment of, of Lord 
Provost, etc., of Perth ; Perthshire County 
Council ; and Committee on Secondary 
Education for the County of Perth. 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 





NEW BILLS. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER) BILL [H.1.}. 

A Bill to amend the law as to marriage 
contracted in the Colonies with a 
deceased wife’s sister—was presented by 
the Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal. 


Read 1%; and to be printed. (No. 75.) 


DIOCESAN RECORDS BILL [H.L.]. 


A Bill to make better provision for the 
custody of diocesan records—was pre- 
sented by the Lord Belper. Read 1¢; to 
be printed ; and to be read 2% on Friday 
next. (No. 76.) 


NAVAL RESERVE (MOBILISATION) 
BILL (No. 77). 


POOR REMOVAL BILL (No. 78). 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and to be printed. 





ANCIENT MON ‘2 PROTECTION 


[SECOND READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp AVEBURY: My- Lords, in 
rising to move the Second Reading of this 
Bill, [ am sure that I shall not appeal in 
vain to the indulgence which your Lord- 
ships are always kind enough to give to 
anyone who addresses you for the first 
time. This Bill extends the provisions 
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of the Ancient Monuments Act of 1882. 
The provisions of that Act are much 
narrower than we could have wished. 
During the ten years, from 1871 to 1882, 
in which we were pressing the question 
on Parliament, successive Governments 
all refused to incur any expense. We 
were therefore compelled to restrict the 
measure to pre-historic monuments, such 
as stone circles and avenues, dolmens, 
earthen dykes, circles and camps, which 
only require to be left alone and conse- 
quently involve no repairs or expenditure. 
So far, indeed, as its provisions extend, 
the Act has done much good, though Mr. 
Gladstone’s Government refused to make 
the Act compulsory, but the great majority 
of the owners of the monuments scheduled 
have voluntarily placed them under the 
Act. In Ireland, however, the position 
is more satisfactory. The Irish Church 
Disestablishment Act placed £50,000 at 
the disposal of the Irish Commissioners of 
Public Works for the maintenance of dis- 
used churches and abbeys. These provi- 
sions were extended to the sacred places 
of our Pagan ancestors, and in 1892 
another Act extended as regards Ireland 
the provisions of the Ancient Monuments 
Act to “any structure, erection, or monu- 
ment of historic or architectural interest.” 
This has worked well. I believe that 
Irish archeologists will agree that the 
Irish Office of Works has done its work 
well, and without unnecessary inter- 
ference has saved many interesting monu- 
ments from destruction. The Irish Office 
publishes every year an_ interesting 
account of its proceedings, and I would 
suggest to Government that a similar 
Report should be presented for England 
and Scotland. At any rate, we ask your 
Lordships in the Bill to extend to Great 
Britain the provisions that have been 
found to work well in Ireland. There is 
only one other proposal in the Bill with 
reference to which [ should like to say a 
few words. ‘There is a provision in the 
old Act under which. other monuments 
besides those scheduled might be 
placed under the protection of the Act. 
Of this power, I regret to say, little use 
has been made. Archeologists are under 
the impression that successive Govern- 
ments have rather discouraged than 
encouraged any advantage being taken 
of the clause. It is thought that local 
authorities would feel more interest and 
pride in preserving the monuments in 
their own locality, and that some owners 
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might prefer to place their monuments 
under the local authority than under the 
Government. We propose, therefore, that 
local authorities should be empowered to 
take over the charge of national monu- 
ments, and to receive voluntary contribu- 
tions towards the cost of maintaining and 
preserving them. Some of the London 
open spaces have been preserved in this 
manner, and there seems no reason why 
the same principle should not be applied 
to these beautiful and interesting monu- 
ments. The object is not entirely secured 
by the wording of the Bill as it stands, 
but I propose to move an addition in 
Committee, with the consent of the First 
Commissioner of Works, which I trust 
will fully meet the case. I will only 
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quote one authority in favour of 
the Bill. There is, so far as I 
know, only one case in which we 


have the expression of Shakespeare’s own 
sentiments, and it is a strong protest 
against the destruction of an ancient 
monument. It was proposed to demolish 
an ancient earthwork at Welcombe, and 
the corporation sent an agent named 
Greene to oppose it. He was a relative 
of Shakespeare, and he records in his diary 
that his cousin Shakespeare told him he 
could not bear the enclosing of Welcombe. 
We ask you to-day to affirm the principle 
that the protection of these national 
monuments is a duty we owe alike to 
our ancestors who erected them and to 
our children for whom they ought to be 
preserved. It is deeply to be regretted 
that so many of our national monuments 
have grievously suffered or even entirely 
perished. Many, however, are still in 
existence, and it is in the hope and belief 
that this measure will do something to 
enw those that yet remain to us that 

move the Second Reading of this Bill, 
and earnestly commend it to your Lord- 
ships’ favourable consideration. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
second time.—(Lord Avebury.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear] 
of Hatsspury): My Lords, I rise not 
for the purpose of offering any opposition 
to the Second Reading of the Bill, but to 
protest strongly against the way in which 
it has been drafted. It incorporates part 
of an Irish Act without informing your 
Lordships what it is. Why in the world 
the draftsman should not have set out 
the section incorporated I do not know. 


Lord Avebury. 


{LORDS} 
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Is it t4save printing or paper? I can 
understand no other object. The first 


section of that Bill is as follows :— 


“‘The provisions of Section 1 of the Ancient 
Monuments Protection (Ireland) Act, 1892, 
shall apply and be in force as well in Great 
Britain as in Ireland.” 


What is the object of legislating in that 
form? When the Bill goes into Com- 
mittee I shall move that the section be 
incorporated bodily, so that your Lord- 
ships may know what Act of Parliament 
| you are asked to pass. 

|. THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: I have 
looked up the section in the Irish Act. 
| It is a very short one, and it seems to me 
| extraordinary that it should not have 
| been incorporated. I join in the protest 
.of the noble and learned Lord on the 
| Woolsack against a practice which is 
| exceedingly inconvenient. 








| On‘Question, agreed to. 
| Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed 
/to a Committee of the whole House on 
Thursday next. 


NAVY—FREE DELIVERY OF LETTERS 
AND TELEGRAMS FROM SHORE 
TO SHIP ON HOME STATIONS. 

Viscount SIDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
beg to ask the Postmaster General 
whether arrangements could be made by 
which the officers and seamen of Her 

Majesty’s Navy could receive, at the 

principal stations in the United Kingdom, 

letters and telegrams without extra pay- 
ment. In putting this question I may, 
perhaps, be allowed to say a few words by 
way of explanation. The officers and sea- 

/men of the Royal Navy are at present 

| practically dependent upon ships’ boats for 

| the supply of their letters and telegrams. 

Ido not complain of that so far as letters 

‘are concerned, although it may happen 

‘that ships lying at Spithead or in the 

Sound may find it extremely inconvenient 

to send their boats in for letters. If I 

may be allowed to refer to my own ex- 

perience, which issomewhat an ancient one, 

I may say that I cannot remember any 

time when we were dependent on our own 

resources. A postman always came to 
the ship with the letters, and he was paid, 

I believe, by the Post Office. But when it 

comes to telegrams the case is much more 

serious. A telegram despatched from any 
part of England td an officer or seaman 
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comes down to Portsmouth or Plytaouth | with regard to the delivery of letters. 
and then has to be conveyed by a shore | There is no extra payment due for the 
boat at the expense of the person to whom | delivery of any fully prepaid letter 
it is addressed. To officers this does not |as long as the destination of the 
matter much, but to the unfortunate mid- | letter is within the ordinary limits of 
shipman or seaman it is a matter of great | the postman’s work. At the same time, 
hardship that they should be compelled to | it is not considered advisable that post- 
pay sixpence, and frequently, when the | men, if I may use a naval expression, 
weather is bad, a shilling for the delivery | should go afloat, because, as your Lord- 
of their telegrams. I have heard of cases | ships are aware, the distance of the 
where half-a-crown has had to be paid | various vessels from the mainland is very 
when the ship is outside. I may mention | variable. The delivery by postmen would 
that on many foreign stations—at Japan, | therefore be very irregular, and it would 
for instance—every ship, of whatever | lead to considerable inconvenience. Ships’ 
nationality, has its telegrams and letters | boats are, however, in constant com- 
delivered free at the expense of the Gov- munication with the mainland, and I 
ernment. I hope the noble Marquess will believe that that communication and the 
be able to make some arrangement by | transport of letters from the mainland to 
which the officers and seamen of Her | the ships by means of the boats are not 
Majesty’s Navy can receive at the princi- | absolutely inconvenient. The same argu- 
pal stations in the United Kingdom letters.| ment, to a certain extent, holds good in 
and telegrams without extra payment. (the arrangement for the delivery of 
telegrams. The circumstances affecting 

EARL SPENCER: My Lords, I hope | the delivery of telegrams also vary to the 
the noble Marquess will allow me to | same extent as the delivery of letters. 
support the prayer of the noble and Every effort is made to deliver telegrams 
gallant Viscount who has just spoken. It | to the officers and men of the Navy on 
certainly does seem to me a great hard-| the ships at the various stations with 
ship that men who are serving their as little delay and expense as possible, 
country on board ship should be put to | and in many cases with no expense at all. 
much greater expense in getting their I should like to allude specially to the 
letters and telegrams than any other | chief stations—Plymouth and Devonport 
person in the kingdom. I amnot quite|—which my noble friend had _ in 
certain whether this is entirely a Post | his mind when he put the question, and 
Office matter; it may partly belong to | to tell your Lordships what the arrange- 
the Admiralty. I was not aware of the; ments are there. In the case of 
instance which the noble Viscount has| Plymouth and Devonport telegrams 
quoted from Japan; but as Japan has to Her Majesty’s ships in the Hamoaze 
followed us in so many ways—notably in are delivered on board the respective 
the matter of ships and the organisation ships in watermen’s boats at charges from 
of the Navy-—I hope in the matter of 4d. to 1s. 6d., according to the position of 
the delivery of telegrams and letters the the ship. The amount charged is in 
Post Office or the Admiralty will follow accordance with the scale of charges 
the example of Japan. issued by the commissioners of boats and 
wherries for the port, and it is feared 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (The | that no cheaper arrangement is possible. 
Marquess of LoNDoNDERRY): My Lords, | Telegrams for ships lying in the Sound 
my noble friend in putting this question are delivered at the Commander-in-Chief’s 
has voiced the universal opinion of your | office in accordance with the Admiralty 
Lordships’ House—namely, that it is | instructions of the port, and are either 
desirable as far as possible to conduce to | sent off in the next despatch box or are 
the comfort, welfare, and convenience of | semaphored to the ship if she is on the 
our gallant sailors. I need not say that point of leaving. There is no charge for 
I do not yield to my noble friend or the | delivery. At Portsmouth, under an 
noble Ear! opposite in my desire to carry | arrangement made with the naval Com- 
their suggestion into effect, but at the | mander-in-Chief, telegrams for Her 
same time there are ‘various difficulties | Majesty’s ships in the stream or at 
with which the Post Office has to contend | Spithead are left at the dockyard main 
in this particular matter. My nobie gate, and the ship is informed by signal 
friend has not made any great complaint | from the tower. They are either sent 
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for by the ship, or, at the request of the 
addressee, signalled from the tower to 
the ship. At Sheerness, telegrams for 
Her Majesty’s ships are delivered at the 
Royal Naval Barracks, and the addressees 
are informed by signal of their arrival. 
In any case in which the addressee so 
requests, the telegram is signalled to the 
ship ; otherwiseit waits at the Royal Naval 
Barracks until called for. I have no 
doubt that my noble friend had in his 
mind the fact that telegrams, letters, and 
parcels have been sent at a reduced rate 
to South Africa during the present war, 
but I must remind your Lordships that 
the telegrams have been sent there at a 
reduced rate owing to the fact that the 
privilege was due to a free gift on the 
part of the Eastern Telegraph Company. 
Unstamped letters that have been 
delivered in this country from South 
Africa have been delivered free of ex- 
pense owing to the action of the War 
Office. The noble Lord opposite alluded 
to the fact that the Admiralty might 
perhaps render some assistance in the 
matter. So far as the Post Office is con- 
cerned, if the Admiralty and the War 
Office are prepared to refund to the Post 
Office any loss it may sustain by the iree 
delivery of letters and telegrams, I shall 
be only too glad to undertake the duty 
on behalf of the Department. I would 
remind your Lordships that at the present 
moment the telegraph branch of the Post 
Office is not remunerative ; indeed, it 
is carried on’*at a considerable loss. 
Unless, therefore, these great Depart- 
ments of the State, to whom our 
soldiers and sailors naturally look, 
are prepared to refund to the Post Office 
the loss which would be sustained other- 
wise, I do not think I should be justified | 
in undertaking the responsibility of | 
incurring further loss to the telegraph 
branch ; nor do I think I should be 
justified—in view of the fact that the | 
Treasury have been called upon to pro- | 
vide a large expenditure during the past 
few months, and in all probability a still 
larger expense in the coming months—in 
asking that Department to launch on an 
expenditure of the character contemplated. 
I sympathise most sincerely with the 
desire of the noble Viscount to conduce to 
the comforts and prosperity of our sailors. 
I can assure him that it is the ardent 
desire of the Department over which I 
preside that our sailors should receive 
their telegrams with the utmost expedi- 


{COMMONS} 
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tion and with the least possible expense ; 
and if the noble Lord will bring to my 
notice any cases of delay or unnecessary 
expense, the complaints will receive my 
sympathetic consideration, and I will do 
my utmost to remedy any grievance for 
which my Department can be held 
responsible, 


THE Eart oF KIMBERLEY: I 
would point out to the noble Marquess 
that payment made by the Admiralty or 
the War Office out of public funds, or 
payment made in the shape of reduction 
of expense, so far as the revenue of this 
country is concerned, comes to exactly 
the same thing. It is merely a question 
of booking the amount to one Department 
or the other, and therefore I do not see 
that it is ef very much consequence. | 
would venture to urge that the question of 
supplying special facilities fer the men 
serving in the Navy must not be looked 
upon in the same way as supplying the 
public generally. We owe this concession 
to one of the great services. Even if the 
terrible thing were to happen that the 
Post Office were unable to show to the 
Treasury as .arge a balance as usual, I think 
the public would be better served by the 
expenditure of the money in this way 
that by a desire to swell the Post Office 
revenue. I think the reductions that 
have been made to the general public 
have been most generous, but I maintain 
that it is the absolute duty of the country 
torelieve those serving on board ship of 
inconvenience and extra expense. 


House adjourned at Five of the 
clock, to Thursday next, half- 
past Ten of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 15th May, 1900. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS JOINT 
COMMITTEE BILL (BY ORDER). 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud): 
This Bill, no doubt, is an important 


one, both as regards the dock companies 
and as regards the Port of London. But 





The Marquess of Londonderry. 


it does not involve any unusual prin- 
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ciple, and I would ask the House to allow 
it in the ordinary course to go to a 
Second Reading in order that its merits 
may be ascertained. The principle em- 
bodied in it is that in order to carry out 
more efficiently the statutory responsibi- 
lities and duties thrown upon them it is 
necessary that their sources of revenue 
should be increased. The only question 
_ which I propose to address the 

ouse is, whether there is any just or 
sound reason for refusing a Second 
Reading to this Bill. Of course, the 
question of merit cannot be gone into in 
detail at the present moment ; this is 
neither the time nor the place to go in 
detail into the merits of a Bill of this 
character, and no one who votes for the 
Second Reading will be giving a decision 
as regards the merits of the proposals 
which this Bill happens to contain. I 
can only say that there is nothing in this 
Bill which ought not to go upstairs in the 
ordinary way to be threshed out before a 
Private Bill Committee. If a Bill of this 
kind is refused a Second Reading, then 
the promoters—the dock companies— 
are deprived of the only tribunal to which 
they can apply. It would be contrary to 
constitutional practice to attempt to deal 
with the details of the Bill in the House 
itself, and should the House refuse the 
right of the promoters to go before a 
Private Bill Committee, it implies that 
the dock companies cannot have their 
case heard at all. The principle of the 
Bill is simply this : certain very important 
responsibilites and duties have been 
thrown on the dock companies. It is 
part of those responsibilities and duties 
not only that they should maintain the 
existing efficiency of the Port of London, 
but that they should provide for its 
future expansion and requirements. 


{15 May 1900} 
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ciple involved in this Bill which can be 
clearly discussed and decided on the 
Second Reading. So far as the new 
charges are concerned, I shall have a 
few words to say presently in order 
that the House may understand what is 
involved, but the Bill merely proposes to 
throw charges upon persons who at the 
present time are using the accommodation 
which has been provided at an expense 
of several millions, and towards which 
they are not now called upon to contri- 
but one farthing. To-day in the London 
docks lighters and barges have a right of 
free entry, and no charge can be made 
upon them whatever business they may 
do in connection with the Port of London. 
And not only is there this exemption as 
regards the barges and lighters, but there 
is also an exemption as regards the goods 
they put on board ships, and goods im- 
ported into this country which they take 
| off those ships. And for the accommoda- 
tion provided for the lighters, accommo- 
dation which is essential having regard 
to the modern conditions of trade, no 
charge whatever can be made by the dock 
companies. The unfortunate result is 
that the dock companies, having to pro- 
| vide for these services at great cost— 
| services in respect of which they get no 
remuneration at all—are not only deprived 
of a legitimate source of revenue, but find 
it necessary to put a high charge on the 
shipowner, or on the consignee of the 
goods. At the present time the number 
of barges which use the docks is between 
140,000 and 150,000, with a tonnage of 
about two millions, or nearly twice as large 
a tonnage as that of the ships annually 
brought into the London docks. No 
doubt there is one way in which the dock 
companies might improve their position. 





Up} At the present moment they might, 


to the present time they have been able | within the powers which Parliament 


to carry out those responsibilities and 
duties. But the Bill is based on_ this, 
that they cannot go on providing for 
these statutory responsibilities and duties 
unless they get some additional sources 
of income, and what this House has to 
decide asa matter of principle is whether, 
when a company having certain responsi- 
bilities and duties thrown upon it believe 
it necessary in order to carry them out 
that it should have new charging 
powers, and propose a Bill accordingly, 
that Bill is to be thrown out without a 
hearing so far as the dock companies are 
concerned, ‘There is no question of prin- 


| 





has given them, place a higher charge 
on ships, and, of course, inciden- 
tally on the shipowners, because at the 
present time they are not charging up to 
their maximum. Surely it would be un- 
fortunate if even without inquiry the 
House should compel the dock companies 
to increase the system of charge which 
already, in their opinion, unfairly weighs 
upon one particular industry. I do not 
say that that is what the dock companies 
propose as an alternative, but the principle 
they seek to lay down is to charge in pro- 
portion to the accommodation provided ; 
it surely is fair in itself and it ought not 
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to he rejected by this House without full 
and proper inquiry by a Committee up- 
stairs. How is the revenue of the dock 
companies raised at the present time ? 
There is a maximum charge of 1s. 6d. per 
ton which may be imposed on all ships. 
The dock companies, however, are only 
charging ls. per ton ; that is to say, on a 
ship of 10,000 tons register they only 
charge £500, whereas their maximum 
charge is £750, and they feel it would 
not be a fair way of increasing their 
revenue to charge up to the maximum, 
because whereas the registered tonnage of 
ships using the docks at the present time 
is slightly over five millions, the tonnage 
of the barges and lighters using the docks 
is over nine millions, and these barges and 
lighters pay nothing for the benefit of 
the accommodation which has been pro- 
vided at such heavy cost. 
word or two on the question of the 
charges on goods. I wish to deal with 
this as a matter of principle. So far as 
goods taken on or off ships by means of 
barges or lighters are concerned, the 
company can make no charge at all, 
and about three-fourths of the goods im- 
ported into the Port of London thus 
escape all charges and all burdens in 
respect of the 17 millions which the dock 
companies have expended on the accom- 
modation they have provided. Surely a 
system of that kind cannot be fair in 
itself, and when the dock companies are 
asking for power to make a fairer system 
of charge extending to all ships and craft 
which use the dock and to all goods, 
whether loaded overside or not, the 
matter ought to be allowed to go before a 
Committee. I think there has been some 
misapprehension as regards the proposals 
in the Bill itself. The proposal as regards 
barges and lighters is that there shall be 
a maximum charge of 4d. per registered 
ton, and as regards goods loaded into 
them a maximum in respect of some of 
ls. and in respect of others of 1s. 6d. 
These are maximum charges. They are 
powers which the dock companies seek in 
order to provide on a thoroughly sound 
basis a sufficient source of revenue in 
order to enable them to carry out their 
statutory duties and responsibilities. I 
can recollect but one precedent of a case 
of this kind where the matter was 
properly sent upstairs and considered by 
a Private Bill Committee, and in that case 
no deubt the Committee refused the 
request of the dock company for power to 


Mr. Cripps. 
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impose the additional charge. There is 
only one other port outside the Thames 
to which this exemption for barges and 
lighters applies, and that is the port of 
Hull. In regard to that the question 
was raised nine or ten years ago 
whether the exemption should be 
maintained or whether a fair charge 
in respect of dock service ought 
not properly to be introduced. There 
was no objection taken to that proposal 
as a matter of principle on the Second 
Reading. I am not now saying that 
the proposal of the dock company 
|is the best one that could be made, 
‘I am only saying that they should be 
'heard before the only body before 
which the matter could be properly 
threshed out—namely, before a Private 
Bill Committee of this House. In the 
case of Hull I admit that the proposal to 
put the charge on lighters and barges was 
found to be inexpedient, having regard 
to the special conditions and circum- 
stances of the case. The dock company 
in that case had no cause for complaint, as 
the matter was fully inquired into ; but 
they would have had sound reason to 
, complain had they been prevented taking 
| their case before a Committee, and so will 
these London companies if they are 
| deprived of the opportunity of submitting 
their case to show what they believe is 
necessary in order to enable them to 
|maintain the efficiency of the Port of 
| London, and to secure their sources of 
| revenue so that they may be able to carry 
|out their statutory obligations. I now 
|come to the various forms which the 
| Opposition to the proposals of the dock 
companies has taken. I will indicate 
what I take to be the main objections— 
—objections which, in passing, I may say 
would properly be considered by a 
| Private Bill Committee, seeing that it 
| would be necessary to eall evidence and 
sift it in order to see as to the truth of 
the allegations made. After all, the 
| objections are of a character very 
‘similar to those who know any- 
thing about Private Bill procedure. 
The first is that if this power of charging 
were granted to the dock companies the 
exercise of it would tend to drive trade 
away from the Port of London. Every- 
one will agree that if it were found thata 
particular proposal would have such a 
detrimental effect it ought not to be 
sanctioned. But let me put this con- 
sideration before this House. Nobody is 
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so interested in preserving the trade of 
the Port of London as the dock com- | 
panies themselves. They are absolutely | 
dependent on that trade for their own | 
prosperity, and they depend also on its | 
increase. Then, when the dock com- | 
panies—which are more interested than 
any other body, because their whole 
future depends on the trade of London— 
come forward and ask for a fair hearing 
for a particular proposal, it cannot be said 
that their demand ought to be denied as 
a matter of principle. People who make 
an allegation of this kind should prove it. 
I believe the real fact as regards the Port | 


{15 May 1900} 
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years 4 millions have been spent on 
improving the dock accommodation ; but 
the answer to that is that the dock 
property at the present moment is worth 
a great deal more than the 17 millions 
spent on it. If anyone were to undertake 
to provide the accommodation which is 
provided in connection with the London 
docks he would have to spend a very 
much larger sum than the dock capital 
stands at at the present time. It may be 
said that the exemption of the lighters 
and barges in London is of long 
standing. That, no doubt, is right, and 
would, no doubt, have great weight when 


of London, so far as these charges are the proposals of this Bill come to be 
concerned, is this, A comparison is often | threshed out before a proper tribunal. 
made between London and Liverpool; but | But that, again, is no reason for rejecting 
whereas in Liverpool the charges are | this Billon the Second Reading. Charges 
much more fairly adjusted as between in connection with statutory obligations 
consignee and shipowner, in London | or duties may be made by such a Com- 
nearly all the charges are thrown upon | mittee for the first time in a Bill of this 
the shipowner alone. I believe that is| kind, or there may be a proposal to 
an unjust matter which this Bill would | remove the exemption ; and I quite admit 
do something to set right. Look at the | that when the case of the lightermen and 
alternative. If the powers asked for by | barge-owners comes to be considered, if 
the dock companies are not given they | they can show that the exemption they 
will be compelled to make still heavier | enjoy should be continued, no doubt the 
charges on the shipowner, and surely that , Committee will decide in their favour. 
is much more likely to affect the trade of | On the other hand, they may show that if 
the Port of London than the proposals of | the exemption is taken away they should 
this Bill. No one will deny that a matter have some special form of protection. 
of this kind should be threshed out upstairs | That, however, is a matter we cannot 
to see whether the objection is valid or not. | discuss in this House; it can only be 
Then it is alleged that the dock companies | discussed before a Private Bill Committee 
have managed their property badly. They | upstairs. The only other objections come 





entirely deny that. But that again is a 
matter which ought to be discussed up- 
stairs, and which could not be discussed 
or decided at the present moment. | 
People who make such an allegation | 
ought to be prepared to prove it before a | 
proper tribunal. But I may give the 
House one figure as regards the increase 
in the trade of the Port of London of the 
last twenty years. It has gone up from 
2,372,508 tons to 4,281,389 tons, which 
is an even larger rate of increase than 
that at Liverpool. It is difficult, there- 
fore, to see on what basis the allegation is 
made that there has been bad manage- | 
ment in connection with the dock | 
property. If it were true it would un- 
doubtedly have a serious bearing on the 
proposals contained in this Bill; but it 
should be proved before a tribunal which | 
can discuss it. 
tion as to the great capital of the com- 
panies, amounting to something like 17 


nillions sterling. During the last twenty 


Then there is the objec- | 


from certain public bodies. Everyone 
admits that weight must be given to such 
objections; but again I say we here 
are not in a position to decide upon 
such objections at the present moment. 
For that reason I am urging that there 
should be a Second Reading, and that 
these matters should be threshed out. I 
see there have been proposals for Commit- 


'tees dealing with very wide topics, and 


travelling over a very wide area. Sug- 
gestions of that kind are like postponing 
the real question to the Greek Kalends. 
The promoters, who desire to promote 
the efficiency of the Port of London, 
and have brought forward what they 
consider the best proposal as regards in- 
creasing their sources of revenue, cannot, 
to be consistent, assent to any proposal 
to postpone that reform. Whatever has 
been done in the past as regards the 
accommodation provided in the Port of 


London, it is certain that there must be 


large additions almost in the immediate 
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future. That isa principle admitted by 
everyone who looks into the question, 
but if that is to be done you cannot do it 
without providing an adequate source 
of revenue. Whether this particular 
source of revenue is the best or not 
cannot be decided here ; but you must 
provide some adequate source of revenue, 


and when you have the dock, companies | 
themselves, who at present have a respon- | 


sible duty thrown upon them, coming 
forward with their own proposal, that 


proposal ought not to be deprived of an | 
I do. 
The | 
House ought not to deprive the parties | 


opportunity of being examined. 
not put the case higher than that. 


of their right unless some great principle 
is involved. There is no such principle 
here, except, of course, that the London 
docks naturally excite the interest of a 
great number of persons. There is 


nothing in the Bill which takes it out of | 


the category of the most ordinary Private 
Bills which come before this House. On 
these grounds I beg to propose that this 
Bill be read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London) : In 
rising to move the rejection of the Bill, I 
wish to disclaim any hostility to the dock 
companies. Many directors of the docks 
are among my friends, and naturally, as 


Member for the City of London, I take | 


the deepest interest in the docks. I am 
very anxious indeed that there should be 
a full inquiry into the state of the 
docks, and, if possible, some proposal 
should be made which would place 
them on a sound financial _ basis. 
I do, however, demur to committing the 
House by reading this Bill a second time 
to the principle of the Bill, which is, in 
the first place, it seems to me, that a new 
tax is to be imposed upon the Port of 
London, and, in the seeond place, that the 
tax should be imposed through the medium 
of the wharfingers and lightermen. I wish 
this inquiry to start unfettered and with 
a much wider scope than would be possible 
to a Private Bill Committee sitting upon 
a one-clause Bill such as this. I quite 
agree with my hon. friend that we cannot 
here in this House go into detail with 
regard to the condition of the docks ; but 
it appears to me that they have two argu- 
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put forward. One is the bread-and-butter 
argument that shareholders are. entitled 
to a decent return on their capital. That 
may be so, but I think that before new 
taxation is imposed we should consider 
the whole question at length. The past 
history of the docks should be considered, 
My hon. friend alluded to the fact 
that charges have been made against 
the directors of mismanagement. [ 
do not want to make any charges 
lof that kind; but no doubt in the 
past many charges of that kind have been 
brought, and I consider that some 
tribunal like a Royal Commission might 
enter upon them and consider them. [ 
‘think there is no doubt that in past 
times—I do not say now—the docks 
were not sufficiently disposed to meet 
the views of the merchants. I do 
not say the very able men who manage 
the docks now do not manage them 
as well as possible, but even that I 
think would form a proper subject for a 
Royal Commission, or whatever tribunal 
is to examine into it, and they might con- 
| sider whether, if new taxation is required, 
it could not be imposed with less incon- 
venience to the port than the plan which 
they propose. My hon. friend pointed 
out that there are nine million tons of 
| barges that enter in. According to the 
| statement of the docks themselves, they 
‘are put to £50,000 or £60,000 expenses. 
| They will probably make £100,000 profit 
| out of barges alone. Besides that they 





are going to make a _ charge on 
'goods that come in, and on_ that 
alone you get an enormous re- 
‘venue. The other argument is, if 


|I may say so without offence, rather more 
‘the sturdy beggar of the Middle Ages 
argument. That is to say, they say they 
have statutory powers which they will 
he compelled to exercise, if you do not 
give them what they want, that will be 
'so dreadful and uncomfortable that they 
do not wish to exercise them. These statu- 
tory powers are to tax shipping. I am not 
| myself prepared to say without considera- 
‘tion that it would be at all worse for the 
| Port of London that they should tax the 
shipping than that they should tax the 
wharfingers. They have not done so yet, 
‘and therefore I suppose they have not 
| felt it convenient to do so. I know the 
| shipowners are very strong, and they are 
| capable of taking care of themselves. But 
| this proposal seems to me as if one were 


ments in favour of this Bill that they have | to say, “I have got a gun which I could 


Mr. Cripps 
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shoot you with, but it would be so painful 
to you for me to fire off my gun that I 
would like you to give me a modern gun 
with which I may shoot you with greater 
comfort to yourself.” Before we give 
them this new gun I should like to have 


not honeycombed. I should like to be 
certain that the new gun will be much 
less painful than their old gun. But they 
do not propose to give up their old gun 
atall. I know that there isa very strong 
general feeling in the House that when 
new proposals are brought in they ought 
to be sent up to a Committee and 
examined ; but this is not a new proposal 
atall. It is a proposal to repeal a clause 
in the Bill which started the docks. 
Under that clause the free water of the 
Thames was preserved, and it was pro- 
vided that the lightermen and wharfingers 
who came to take their goods were free. 
Under that clause lightermen and 
wharfingers have invested an enormous 
amount of capita! in their business, and 
that capital you propose now by this Bill, 
Ido not say to destroy, but at any rate 
to cripple, and it does appear to me that 
that is a principle which justifies the 
House in rejecting the Bill at this stage. 
Then again, this Bill has been in 
the House before. In the year 1855 it 


{15 May 19v0} 








some inquiry whether their old gun is or is | 
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instead of a Private Bill Committee it 
would be hung up indetinitely ; but he 
must be very sanguine if he thinks at 
this late period of the session’ a Private 
Bill Committee could get through it in 
time for it to come back and pass 
through this House during _ this 
session. A Royal Commission, which can 


| sit in the recess, can surely go through the 
thing and get it into order for them to 
| bring in such recommendations as they 





was brought in,* and after a very able 


26. 


price of dock stock at that time, and I 
admit that the representative of the 
ity of London, who moved the rejection 
of the Bill, did allude to the fact that dock 
stock was very high, and gave that as one 
reason ; but the debate has been circu- 
lated among Members, and if they have 
read it, 1 do not think they will admit 
that that is the reason which influenced 
the House. The main reasons were those 
te by Mr. Cardwell, namely, that the 
ocks had had a monopoly for twenty-one 
years, that they had been given frontages 
for warehouses, and given the right to 
tax sea-going ships, but that the right to | 





rately taken away from them in return | 
for the other. My hon. friend suggested | 





'* For Debate on Second Reading of the East 
aud West India Docks Bill, 19th February, 
1855, see The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. exxxvi., page 1505. 





may make next session, and pass it then. 
Ido not wish to weary the House now. 
I would merely point out that the City 
Corporation has petitioned against it, the 
County Council has petititioned against 
it, and the Chamber of Commerce has 
petitioned against it, and that most of the 
produce exchanges have either petitioned 
or expressed their disapproval of it. On 
that ground I ask the House to reject this 
Bill now and not send it up to a Com- 
mittee instead of a Royal Commission, 
which I have no doubt will be given to 
them if they ask for it. 


*Srr ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.): I beg to second the motion for the 
rejection of the Bill, which is opposed to 
the feeling of the mercantile and shipping 
community, and of what I may call the 
representative public bodies of London. 
When my hon. friend suggests that instead 


speech by the representative of the | of taxing the lightermen and wharfingers 
Government, it was rejected by 249 to| the taxes should be imposed upon the 
It has been said that the reason | shipping interest, I can assure him that 
they rejected it was because of the high | would meet with quite as strong oppo- 
| sition as the present proposal. 


*Mr. ALBAN GIBBS: I do not 
suggest that that should be done. I 
only alluded to the fact that they had 
the statutory powers. 


Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT: If they were 
carried into effect the result would be to 
add to the dues, whereas the dues are, in 
fact, paid not only for the use of the 
docks, but, according to the original 
statute, for the service rendered by the 
lightermen and wharfingers to the ship in 
process of loading and unloading, so that 


tax barges and lighters had been delibe-| would be equally open to objection. 


I agree with my hon. friend who moved 
the Bill that inquiry is very necessary, 


that if this was referred to a Commission | ‘but I cannot share his objection to my 
| amendment in favour of the appointment 


of a Royal Commission on the ground 
that time will only admit of a Select 
Committee inquiring, and that we ought 
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not to demand, as we do, from the House | that exemption has never been tacitly or 
the appointment, as I hope my right hon. | actively admitted. On the contrary, 
friend will ultimately suggest, of a Royal | we have that privilege in Hull. It is a 
Commission, for no Select Committee | privilege which, so far from interfering 
can have the time to go into the|with the trade of the port, is most 
manifold and far-reaching consequences | beneficial to it, and I am quite 
which would result from the passing of|sure it would never be raised, 
such a measure as that proposed. There | having regard to the experience in that 
is no trade interest in London, down to| port, without exciting most strenuous 
the smallest consumer, that would not be | opposition. I see the chairman of the 
affected. It had been estimated that the | dock company said that was the means 
prices of certain commodities, including | of ruining the docks. So far from that 
some necessaries of life, would be greatly | having been the case, the dock share- 
raised owing tothe increase of the charges | holders made a_ beneficial agreement 
upon them to the extent of even 200) with the North Eastern Railway Com- 
per cent. in the case of some classes of | pany, and they did so for the very 
goods. My hon. friend who moved the Bill | object which we have in opposing this Bill, 
said no principle was involved ; but surely | namely, to secure greater and _ better 
the highest of all principles is involved— | facilities and to reduce the charges in order 
namely, that of Parliamentary contracts— | to add to the attractiveness of the port. 
because when the Act was originally | That object has been attained, and there 
taken in the last century by the dock | is nothing which would be of more value 
companies it was the very basis of that) than this privilege, which exists in Hull 
arrangement that they should maintain| to this day. The chairman of the 
what has been called the freedom of the | docks in his manifesto states that it 
Port of London. They abstracted from | did exist in Hull, and he alludes to 
the Thames water for the purposes of | that apparently as a reason for taking the 
their docks, and Parliament then very | course proposed by this Bill. We have 
properly laid it down that, as_ these | the contrary case of London, and I do not 
facilities were offered, and as river frontage | hesitate to say that the dearness of London 
was taken which reduced the accommo-' has injured it asa port ; and if we continue 
dation of the port, for these considerations | to forget what are the modern demands 
there should be this freedom of overside | upon navigation and commerce, if we fail 
trade. That was the principle on which Mr. | to take steps, not at the expense of a 
Cardwell contended in the debate of 1855 | class, as is suggested in this particular Bill, 
that this question of freedom affected the but by raising the means from proper 
very tenure of the docks. It went to! sources, if we fail to take care of 
the very root of their title to this pro- | the conservancy of our river, if we are 
perty, and he added, most properly, that not thoroughly up to date in regard to 
there had been a dedicatioa, now by 100 | the dock and mercantile applianzes, and, 
years user, of these waterways to the above all, if we increase the reputation 
public and commercial interests. So that which London now has, and which has 
it seems to me that a very great prin-| led to great diversion of trade, that the 
ciple is involved-—whether that which is charges here are excessive, we shall, I 
taken upon the basis of freedom of trade | think, fai! in that duty which touches the 
is afterwards, even 100 years thence, to| very permanence of the commercial 
be departed from on the ground that it | position of London. I was going to say 
has not been found to have been a/ pre-eminence, but that is gone in a very 
profitable undertaking. As to informa-/ large degree, owing to the conditions 
tion being needed, I think I may say that | which have existed here, and which have 
the chairman of the Docks Committee | given the preference to other ports in the 
needs some information. I read the case | United Kingdom and abroad on account 
which he put before the country care-| of cheapness and the like. My hon. 
fully, and I find that he states that | friend said, most properly, that if we 
this system of exemption exists at no} prove that what has taken place under 
other port in England or in the world} the dock company has diverted trade 
than London. My hon. friend who|from London, that would be, I think he 
moved the Bill was much better aware | admitted, an almost unanswerable argu- 
of the circumstances, but I differ from} ment against a Bill for the purpose of 
him in saying that the principle of | increasing charges. I think he cannot 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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meeting 3 5 
Hotel, at which I took the chair as 
President of the London Chamber of 
Commerce, at which all these ques- 
tions were discussed from the mercantile 
and shipping point of view. He said, most 

perly, you must not use that argument 
by way merely of suggestion. I quite 

e that. is not sufficient, and I will 
comply with his challenge in a very few 
moments by stating what the mercantile 
body feel on this question from actual 
experience, and what they know of the 


hen going on. 
Ritchie (as he was then—now, I think, Sir 


ing and gave this illustration of what was 
happening. He said he had a ship under 


any Continental port between Dunkirk 
and Hamburg. He wrote to the ship- 
owners to see what concession they 
would make if she were diverted to 
London. The reply was, “We will not 


rate of 2s. 6d. per ton” in consequence of 
the dear charges as against shipowners. 
That vessel did not come to London, and 
the consequence was loss to the port, not 
only in that particular instance, but it was 
atypical loss to the port. Alderman Ritchie 
also gave this instance: At Hamburg re- 
cently goods had been warehoused by him 
for three months, and the landing charges 
andthe rent were only half of what they 
were if the goods had been brought to the 
Port of London, and we have undoubtedly 
a standing illustration of the state of 
aflairs when we see splendid warehouses, 
I am told, in a large degree unoccupied, 
simply because the charges are prohibi- 
tive. Another high authority, Mr. Stephen 
Ralli, said at that meeting that London 
was the dearest and slowest port in the 
United Kingdom. Mr. Rouse said Ham- 
burg and Antwerp were one-third less 
expensive than London, and many con- 
tended that the charges there were 
half only of those which were made in 
the Port of London. I quite admit the 
great difficulty of making these compara- 
tive observations. There are numerous 
conditions to be taken into account. But 
Ihave read a table which bears out the 
estimate of one-half, and Mr. Rouse 
justified his argument by saying that the 
cost of weighing cotton in London was33d. 
per bale, and that the same work was done 





have London except upon an increased | 


{15 May 1900} 


have read the proceedings at a great|for ld. 4 Antwerp, and, to show the 
in 1896 at the Cannon Street | differential system, which was highly 





consequences of the system which has | 
I take, first, Alderman | 
| London has been conducted, and as to 


| 


Thomas Ritchie), who spoke at that meet- | 


charter, waiting orders at Falmouth for | 


| 
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objectionable, that cotton was delivered 
by water in London at 4s. 3d. per ton, 
whereas by land it was only charged 1s. 9d. 
And a former Member of this House told 
the House, in the debate of 1855 that he 
had diverted goods from London to other 
ports because the London charges were too 
heavy. If these are at all typical instances, 
if they are reliable, it proves, I think, con- 
clusively that this is not a subject for in- 
quiry by a Select Committee in a matter 
of a few weeks, but for a very broad 
and searching inquiry as to the whole 
conditions under which the trade in 


what will be the consequences if we pro- 
ceed in the same manner as in the past. 
I think that the great remedy is cheap- 
ness instead of increased dearness of cost. 
If enterprise is thrown into the matter, 
if a real competition ensues with regard 
to warehousing and the like, I think the 
result would be found to be highly bene- 
ficial. We have to remember this in 
dealing with the matter, that a discussion 
took place here in 1855. Since then I 
believe the dock acreage has been very 
largely increased, and the dock directors 
stand face to face with the fact that either 
they did not then attribute such impor- 
tance to the argument for the exemption 
of lighters and craft, or that they have 
increased their outlay with their eyes open, 
and, if so, they should not be rescued from 
a position which has shown some want of 
foresight in dealing with the trade of the 
port. Moreover, in not contemplating the 
great change which has taken place with 
regard to port matters, the rapidity of de- 
livery and distribution instead of putting 
goods into warehouses, the influence of 
the telegraph, telephone, and the like in 
expediting commercial actions, they 
showed a want of commercial foresight, 
the consequences of which should not be 
made good by the mercantile community. 
I have only to add that there is one trade 
of which we ought to be very careful in 
London. We still maintain the position 
of a great emporium for the purpose of 
distribution, but if this tax is imposed it 
will strike at the trans-shipment trade, it 
will add to the diversion which has been 
going on of our own colonial products 
into competing ports, and we shall lose 
that which is at the present time a matter 
of the greatest advantage to the Port of 
London, I hope the House will realise 


ne gS 2a le ge: an tans ek ea ae 





175 — London and India Docks 


the vast, far-reaching importante of the 
question, and that it will feel that the 
only way in which it may be solved in 
the interest of the community is not by 
a rapid and hasty inquiry, quite inadequate 
for the purpose, but that it will seek to 
send it to an expert tribunal capable of 
dealing with the multitude of interests 
involved, and of giving a decision in the 
interest of the trade of the Port of London 
and also of the whole country, in the 
direction, probably, of the substitution for 
a private quasi-monopoly of some form of 
public and representative trust. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Alban Gibbs.) 


Question put, “That the word ‘now’ 
stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): The hon. and learned Gentleman 
who, moved the Second Reading of this 
Bill said that there was one precedent in 
favour of it, but he immediately pro- 
ceeded to add that the circumstances 
were not the same. I think, therefore, I 
need not deal with the hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s single precedent. Referrin 
to the argument which has been us 
that the effect of these additional charges 
would be to drive away trade from the 
Port of London, the hon. and learned 
Gentleman asked whether anyone had a 
greater interest in maintaining the trade 
of London than the dock companies. In 
reply to that I would point out that the 
very grievance alleged by the dock 
companies is that at present only one 
quarter of the trade of London pays dues 
to them, and I would therefore observe 
that the existing trade of London might 
be very materially reduced under the new 
proposal, to the material gain of the dock 
companies. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman also said that the trade of 
London had very greatly increased 
during the last twenty years. That is 
perfectly true, but surely that is a strong 
argument in favour of adhering to our 
present system. As a matter of fact, the 
proposals submitted to the House are as 
between the custom of London on the 
one hand and that of Liverpool on the 
other. How does London compare 


with Liverpool in respect of trade ? During 
the last ten years I find that whereas 


Sir Albert Rollit. 


{COMMONS} 


Joint Committee Bill. 176 


the trade of London has increased by 
32 per cent., the trade of Liverpool has 
increased by only 12 per cent. The hon, 
Member for South Islington said that 
London had lost its supremacy. I think 
it would be more correct to say that the 
trade of the United Kingdom as a whole 
had lost its supremacy. ‘The trade of the 
United Kingdom is losing ground in com. 
petition with Continental ports. I find, 
for instance, that in the last ten years 
the increase in tonnage entering the ports 
of the United Kingdom has been 25 per 
cent., whereas the increase in the ton- 
nage entering the ports of Germany has 





been 44 per cent., of Holland 63 per cent, 
and of Belgium 68 per cent. That shows 
very clearly that Antwerp, Hamburg, and 
Rotterdam are gaming very rapidly on 
London. But if we compare London 
with other English ports, we shall find 
that London is not falling behind. | 
have shown that the total increase in the 
tonnage of the English ports during the 
last ten years was 25 per cent., whereas 
the increase in the trade of London 
during that period was 32 per cent., and 
therefore London is comparatively pros- 
prose under the existing system. What 

feel is that a Parliamentary bargain 
was really made with these dock com- 
panies. Itis said that without docks no 
big ships could discharge in the Port of 
London. In answer to that I would say 
that without the monopoly that was 
given the docks could not have existed. 
The dock companies have really got all 
they bargained for, and I do not see that 
the fact that their warehousing business 
has very considerably declined is any 
reason why the House should take 
the step it is now asked to take. 
Having regard to the fact that this 
system is based on a Parliamentary bar- 
gain, that it has existed for 100 years, 
that on the last occasion when a similar 
proposition was made it was rejected 
contemptuously by the House of Com- 








mons. I say that the House would be 
really prejudging the question by grant- 
ing Second Reading to this Bill until a 
thorough inquiry has been made into all 
the circumstances of the Port of London. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): The 
fact that a very large number of my 
constituents are interested in the pros- 
perity of these docks must be my excuse 
for addressing the House on this occasion. 





I will not venture to enter into detail. 
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In my opinion no Bill has ever been before 
Parliament on which it is more difficult 
to form an opinion than on this measure, 
and it is a Bill which undoubtedly, in my 
opinion, should be carefully examined by a 
Committee, who would inquire into all 
the details which a large assembly like 
the House of Commons is totally incom- 
petent to investigate. It is said that this 
is a Parliamentary bargain, but it was 
made more than 100 years ago, and all 
the conditions have changed during the 
century which has elapsed. That is a 
fair contention and a fair justification for 
the companies coming to Parliament and 
asking that the whole question should be 
looked into again. 


asked Parliament in 1855 what they are | endorsement of 


{15 May 1900} 





It is said that they | pass its Second Reading, 
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tion to inquire into the whole dock accom- 
modation of London. In that case if this 
Bill can be justified by its promoters they 
will get it at an early date, and the 
further question can then be considered 
by the same Committee. That is a prac- 
tice not unknown to the House. Those 
who are not familiar with the East End of 
London know nothing of the condition of 
the docks at present. This is not a mere 
question of a private undertaking en- 
deavouring to get some increased powers. 
It affects the whole of the country, and is 
a national question, and I would appeal to 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
take it into his hands and let the Bill 
not as an 
its principle, but in 


now asking for, but it must be admitted | order that all the circumstances may be 


that the state of affairs was totally | investigated. 


diferent then to what it isnow. Then 
dock stock was quoted at a very high rate, 
and the docks were prosperous. To-day 
they are languishing without prospect of 
recovery, and very serious injury is 
inflicted by the large number of men 
thrown out of employment. This Bill 
ought to go to a Committee or Commis- 
sion for careful examination. I go 
further, and say that the whole question 
of dock accommodation in London ought 
to be referred to a Committee, and the way 
to secure that is not to throw out this 
Bill. If the Amendment is carried the 
Bill will be thrown out, and there will be 
nothing left—no Bill, no Commission, and 
no prospect of it, and the condition of 
things which we are lamenting to-day will 
be likely to continue year after year. I 
hope that the House in dealing with the 
question will not regard it merely as a 
question between the dock directors and 
the wharfingers and lightermen. There 
are the men employed, the commercial 
prosperity of London, and the tens of 
thousands who are the owners of the 
£17,000,000 of capital of the companies 
to be considered. It is a question in 
which a large number of people, rich as 
well as poor, are concerned. I should 
like to make an appeal to the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade to take 
up this very complex question, and 
grapple with it firmly, with a view 
to putting the dock accommodation 
of London on a satisfactory basis. 
let him send this Bill to a Committee, as 
many another complicated question has 
been settled, with a wider Instruction than 
the mere reference to the Bill—an Instruc- 





It is said, when Bills 
of such a complicated character are 
given Second Reading, that the House 
adopts their principle, but everyone 
knows that is not the case. It is the only 
way in which a private person or com- 
pany can work in order to obtain a Par- 
liamentary inquiry, and having regard to 
the very large interests involved, [ think 
the House of Commons ought not to 
refuse it. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
The hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
is unler a misconception when he states 
that the only way by which there can be 
an inquiry by the House of Commons 
into this matter is by reading this Bill a 
second time. I can assure the hon. Member 
that there are other methods. I myself 
have put down on the Paper a notice of 
Amendment which, if it be discussed and 
adopted, will secure the rejection of the 
Second Reading of this Bill, but will also 
result in the establishment of an inquiry 
of the fullest and most exhaustive 
character. The motion, as it stands in 
my name, is for a Select Committee. I 
believe myself that a Select Committee 
appointed for a definite purpose is a more 
speedy and a surer way of arriving at a 
decision on a great and complex question 
than a Royal Commission. But I 
am not going to dispute the point, 
because by either one or the other 
a full and complete inquiry can be ob- 
tained. And, undoubtedly, when we 
consider that during this session—and 
certainly next session—there may be a 
dissolution, and that many of the Mem- 
bers who might now be appointed on a 


wp arcana Rian jie menage 





179 — London and India Docks 


Select Committee might not be returned 
to the new House, there is more to be 
said for a Royal Commission at the pre- 
sent moment than would, perhaps, other- 
wise be admissible. I may remind hon. 
Members that many of the greatest ques- 
tions before this House have been dealt 
with by Select Committees, which, of 
course, expire at the end of each session, 
but are re-appointed session after session, 


with as small a change in their personnel | 
The advantage of a Select | 
Committee over a Royal Commission is | 


as possible. 


that it has power to call for Papers and 
compel the attendance of witnesses. I 
do not wish to argue between the two, 
because I am clearly of opinion that in 
the immediate circumstances in which 
we find ourselves much may be said 
for a Royal Commission that could 
not be said under ordinary circumstances. 
At an early period of the debate we should 
hear from the Government whether they 
are prepared to appoint some such body 
as a Select Committee or a Royal Com- 
mission, because we shall fumble about a 
good deal until we know that. The hon. 


Member who has just spoken says that , 


the only hold we can have, if anything is 
to be done, is to have something definite 
before the House in the shape of a Private 
Bill. But there isa method of dealing 
with this complicated and important 
question other than to pass this particular 
Bill to its Second Reading. There are 
instances in which a Bill involving more 
important issues, but which we could not 
altogether approve of in all its details, has 
passed the Second Reading of this House; 
but that was where the principle of the 
Bill was large and covered the area 
generally covered by the investigation 
of the Committee upstairs. But the 
principle of the Bill in this case is an 
exceeding small and narrow one. It is 
whether there ought to be a charge 
placed by this Bill upon wharfingers, 
bargemen, and lightermen to assist in 
procuring an adequate revenue for the 
docks. Will anyone in the House sug- 
gest a more hopelessly inadequate method 
of dealing with the Port and docks of 
London than that proposition? Whether 
that charge would enable the dock com- 
panies to emerge out of their difficulties or 
not I am not prepared to say, for I do 
not want to prejudge the question. But 
it is looking at the matter from only one 
point of view—that of the dock share- 
holders, and that alone. Now, the inte- 


Mr. Stuart. 
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rests of the Port of London go widely 
beyond those of the dock shareholders, 
_and widely beyond any proposition that 
could legitimately, under our Standing 
| Orders, be received in connection with 
| such a Bill as this. I am, however, glad 
| that the Bill has been brought forward, 
‘and I do not think we shall have the 
| dock directors against us in what I am 
| about to say, because it gives an oppor- 
tunity to this House to deal with the 
question as we are now, in our debate, 
endeavouring to deal with it, from a large 
point of view. For a large number of 
years there has been no Bill or measure 
before the House which could allow the 
House in any way to take up the dock 
question. The only way it could have 
been raised would have been by a motion 
on a Friday or Tuesday, and we all know 
how very inadequate any such motion is 
for securing immediate legislation, or 
action for legislation. It depends upon 
the choice of the ballot, the luck of the 
evening, and many other things. We 
have never had the opportunity of bring- 


_ing before the House the request that I 


venture to make in the Amendment 
which stands in my name, and which | 
ask the Government to take cognisance 
of and to deal with. I request that “a 
Select Committee be appointed to inquire 
into the accommodation and facilities 
provided and the charges levied at the 
Port and docks of London as affecting 
the commercial and general interests of 
London, and what, if any, changes could 
be made to improve the administration 
of the Port and docks.” Now the 
wording of anything that the Government 
may be prepared to do by Royal Com- 
mission or Select Committee may be 
different from anything I have stated in 
that Amendment, but my object is to 
secure a large general inquiry, in which 
all interests may be heard and the various 
proposals may be ventilated, and on which 
responsible, and above all, open-minded 
persons may be able to give a decision 
upon what they want to be done. There 
are proposals evolved in various quarters. 
Some are visionary, some are sound and 
practical. Many of them press on all 
sides that we must adopt that which is 
not only in the interests of the share- 
holders of the docks, but in the interest 
of the mercantile community of London, 
the interest of the traders, the interest of 
the wholesale traders and retail dis- 
tributors, and of the working classes, and 
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of every person connected with London, 
which is involved in the security 
and satisfactory position of the 
Port and docks of London. In using 
these words, “the Port and docks 
of London,” there is a very considerable 

int. It is of the extremest importance 
that we should have not only an inquiry 
into the docks of London but into the 
Port of London itself, including the 
docks. I do not want to say a word 

inst the Thames Commission, because 
[know that I have stood with them in 
their desire to procure more money in 
dealing with the lower Thames. But 
they have not got funds for that. In a 
very instructive debate which took place 
in the House, in which a right hon. 
Gentleman I see before me took part, I 
and others pressed various points of view 
on the House as to the desirability of 
steps being taken which might lead to 
the better dredging of the lower part of 
the Thames ; because we all know that it 
is not possible for the larger ships to 
come up the river except in certain | 
states of the tide. A question was raised | 
by the hon. Member for South Islington 
about therelationsof the portsof Hamburg, 
Antwerp, Rotterdam, and Bremen, and 
the Port of London. Iam informed by 
the journals that have to deal with trade 
matters that there is not any doubt what- 
ever that in Hamburg there are lower 
charges than in the Port of London. I 
think I have said enough to make out a 
fair case that what is required is that a 
general inquiry on this matter should be 
carried out by persons whose past, whose 
business circumstances and_ relations 
generally, make them well able to deter- 
mine such a matter from an independent 
point of view—such an inquiry as 
would cover practically the points 
made in the Amendment I have put 
on the Paper. I hope the Government 
will prevent the continuance of the debate 
by making some pronouncement on the 


will be very much guided by what steps 
they are prepared to take. If the result 
of this debate comes to this, that we get 
such a Commission or Select Committee as 


I have endeavoured to indicate, then I 
think not only the commercial interests 
of London, the greatest commercial city 
in the world, the interests of London as 
a town generally, and the interests of the 
working classes, will have good cause to 
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thank this debate and the causes which 
have given rise to it. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcnre, Croydon) : 
There can be no question as to the great 
importance of the matter now being dis- 
cussed. It is very much more than a 
local question affecting London alone. In 
fact I do not think I am exaggerating 
when I say that it is not only a local but a 
national question—-namely whether London 
is to maintain the position which it now 
occupies as well as to be able to enter 
into effective competition not only with 
our own out-ports but with foreign ports. 
Now, there are so many things which the 
House is agreed upon in connection with 
this matter that it is really not necessary 
for me to detain the House at any length. 
We are agreed upon two points. One 
is the insufficiency of the docks in 
London for the work which they. have to 
do and which we hope they will have to 
do in the future; and the cther is the 
necessity for some inquiry as to how the 
condition of things now existing in Lon- 
don is to beimproved. These are the two 
points on which the House is generally 
agreed, and indeed the only question, 
I think, which the House has really to 
consider now is the form which that 
inquiry is to take—whether the inquiry 
shall be an inquiry merely by an ordinary 
Private Bill Committee or even by a 
Select Committee into the proposals of 
this Bill, or whether the inquiry will be 
larger and more general, embracing the 
whole merits and conduct of the docks, 
the accommodation provided by the 
docks, and generally as to how the 
revenue is to be raised, if further 
money is required to be found, and in 
what way the docks in future shall be 
administered; and also the extremely 
important question which the hon. Gentle- 
man who spoke last raised — not only 
how the docks are to be improved, but 
how the water-way which leads into the 
docks is to be improved. Well, with re- 
gard to the accommodation afforded in 
the London Docks, I agree that it is not 
in a satisfactory condition, but I think it 
is right to say that I consider that those 
who are responsible for the management 
of the docks have of late years done a 
very great deal to improve the accommo- 
dation in the docks. They have expended 
large sums of money in the improvement 
of the docks, and I think 1 may say 
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properly and adequately, as far whole case if this Bill were read a second 
as possible, the duties which devolve time. Although it is said by the friends 
upon them in managing these gigantic , of the Bill that unless that is done and 
concerns. But notwithstanding all that | the alternative of referring the matter to 
that has been done it has been found that a Royal Commission is adopted that 
even the Tilbury Dock, which alone can | would mean delay, I greatly question 
accommodate vessels of great size, cannot whether that is true. If this Bill were 
accommodate ships equal to those accom referred to a Committee and _ rejected 
modated by some of our out-ports, and | there would be an end—for at least this 
hardly approaches the accommodation | session or for a long time—of the proposals 
given in some foreign ports. Now, that | made on behalf of the docks ; whereas, if 
is a state of things with which no one | a Royal Commission were appointed to 
in London or the country ought to be | inquire into the whole matter, that Royal 
satisfied. The dock directors themselves | Commission would be bound to consider 
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generally that they have exercised all the suggested for a full inquiry. Of course a 
powers which they possess to fulfil full inquiry would not be made into the 


are not satisfied. They are desirous of | 


improving the condition of things at the | 
docks, but they say, and properly say, 
“How is it possible for us with the 
revenue we possess, with our stocks stand. | 


not merely this particular remedy, but 
the whole question of what dock accommo- 
dation is required, and the kind of 


-accommodation, the cost, and how that 


expenditure was to be met. It would 


ing at the figures they now are, to raise | also consider whether, if it were neces- 
the money necessary for improving the|sary that further burdens should be 
conditions of things in the London Docks.” | imposed on London and the Port of 
And that is an answer which it is im-;| London, that ought to be done by some- 
possible to dispute. They are unable to| thing in the nature of a public trust 
do it, and they come before the House of | rather than by a private company. For 
Commons with a proposal which, in their | although, no doubt, the House of Com- 
opinion, would enable them to fulfil the | mons would reject a proposal to allow 
responsibilities which devolve upon them. | a private company like the docks com- 
That is a proposal to raise the charges | pany to impose this additional charge, it 


upon barges from which they are now 
exempt. That is a proposal which has 
been made before in the House of 
Commons, and which has been rejected 
by the House of Commons when it was last 
before it in 1855. I think it then only 
obtained twenty-six votes in this House, 
and I venture to say that on the proposal 
which is now made, which is practically 
the same proposal—I am not speaking of 
the actual details, but in principle it is 
the same—this House of Commons is not 
at all likely to come to a different conclu- 
sion from the previous House of Commons 
in refusing its assent to this bald proposal 
for remedying the state of things of 
which we all complain. It is said by my 
hon. friend the Member for Bow and Brom- 
ley that the House would not depart from 
that position if the Second Reading of 
the Bill was passed, and the Bill referred 





to a Committee. I think my hon. friend 


is hardly right in making that assump- | 


is not at all to be supposed that they 
would be prepared to reject a similar 
proposal, or something analogous to it, 
if made by a public authority. 
However that may be, I am sure that the 
mode proposed by the promoters of the 
Bill is not the right method of getting at 
the bottom of this extremely important 
matter. That inquiry is desired is un- 
doubted, and I hope that my hon. friends 
who proposed this Bill will noi consider 
it necessary to come to a division, but 
agree to accept my assurance that the 
Government feel the necessity for ine 
on this matter as much as the doc 
company itself, and that that inquiry 
ought to be, and that that inquiry should 
be larger and wider, and ought to em- 
brace much more than the financial 
aspect of the question with which this 
Bill alone deals. We propose, therefore, 
to recommend to Her Majesty the 
appointment of a Royal Commission to 


tion. lam satisfied that if we did vote | make full inquiry into the whole matter. I 
for the Second Reading of a Bill which | wishit to be understood that Ido notintend 
imposed these charges, we would con- | 
sider that we were voting for the prin- 
ciple of the charges. There may be 
many other remedies which might be 


Mr. Ritchie. 


to suggest that it should be a Royal Com- 
mission composed of partisans. I think 
it right to make that statement, because, 
since it has been known that the Govern- 
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ment favoured the appointment of a 
Royal Commission, I have been ap- 
proached by all sorts and conditions of 
men, representatives of various sections 
of the community which have interests 
in this matter, with requests that repre- 
sentatives of these particular interests 
should be appointed on the Royal Com- 
mission. If this thing is to be inquired 
into, the first necessity is that it must be 
an impartial and not a partial or partisan 
inquiry, and that the members of the 
Commission must be judges, men who will 
go into the matter with impartial minds, 
and prepared to come to a conclusion on 
the evidence placed before them; not 
representatives of this, that, or the 
other interest, but representatives of 
the whole community. I can assure my 
hon. friend, if he is prepared to accept 
the proposal I now make, that in the 
appointment of the Royal Commission 
there will be no delay, and -that within 
two or three weeks that inquiry will 
be begun, and that the inquiry will result 
in great good to the whole community. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I desire, 
in expressing my hearty concurrence 
in the proposal to refer this matter 
toa Royal Commission, to disclaim any 
hostility to the present Bill. Ido not 
think we ought to pass judgment on the 
proposals in the present Bill; but the 
more I consider them the more I am 
convinced that the House is not prepared 
to deal with them. For the Bill raises 
only one small part of the subject, and 
we cannot deal with that without being 
drawn into the larger question. The 
right hon. Gentleman has stated the 
decision of the Government, and as I 
think the supporters of the Bill will pro- 
bably acquiesce in his proposal I have 
little to add. I would, however, like to 


Birmingham (King 


add a word as to my preference for a} 


Royal Commission over a Select Com- 
mittee. I think there are two strong 
advantages in the Royal Commission. In 
the first place the Committee could do 
very little this year, and I do not know 
whether it would sit next year; whereas 
the Royal Commission could work during 
the vacation, and would make much more 
rapid progress than a Select Committee. 
Ihope for that reason that the promoters 
of the Bill will acquiesce in the pro- 
posal made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of 
Trade on behalf of the Government. The 
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only other remark I want to make is that 
Iam sure the President of the Board of 
Trade has carried us all with him when 
he said that the Commission should be a 
non-partisan body. We have heard far 
too much of having Royal Commissions 
and Select Committees in which all inte- 
rests were represented. It is unsatisfac- 
tory, and involves loss of time. It would 
be far better to have invariably an inde- 
pendent, non-partisan body. 1 hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman will also see 
that it is to be a small Commission. It 
ought not to exceed seven in number. I 
am persuaded that it will proceed much 
more rapidly if it be a small and im- 
partial body rather than a larger Com- 
mission composed of representatives of 
various interests. In that view, and be- 
lieving that the promoters of the Bill 
will not suffer by the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman, I hope we will be 
spared a division. 


Question put, and negatived.. 
Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [Lords] (BY 
ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I wish to ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, whether this Bill is in order, 
inasmuch as it proposes, by a Private 
Bill, to transfer powers conferred by 
public statute upon the Charity Commis- 
sioners. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot quite accept 
the description of the Bill which the hon. 
Member gives. What is proposed is to 
make a scheme for the government of 
King Edward VI. Schools at Birmingham. 
I believe that could be done by applica- 
tion to the Charity Commissioners, but 
the power of Parliament to legislate in 
the matter has not been taken away if 
Parliament chooses to exercise it. If 


Parliament does legislate upon it, legis- 
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lation by means of a private Bill would 
be quite in order. Therefore I do not 
think any point of order arises. The 
question whether the promoters of the 
Bill ought to proceed by way of applica 
tion to the Charity Commissioners, or to 
proceed, as they have done, by this Bill 
is a matter for the House entirely and 
not for me. 


Birmingham (King 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE: I rise to move that 
this Bill be read a second time on this 
day six months. I do so on grounds of 
public policy. A very important 
principle is involved in the proposal now 
before the House. There are an enor- 
mous number of endowed schools in the 
country, all of which, with the exception 
of Eton and Westminster, are under the 
jurisdiction of the Charity Commissioners. 
The transference of powers from the 
Charity Commissioners to any other 
public body ought to be made by public 
statute ; but in this instance it is sought 
to transfer them in an irregular way— 
namely, by a Private Bill. On 19th 
April, 1888, when the Keble College Bill 
was under consideration the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin, then 
Chairman of Committees, was asked his 
view in regard to procedure of this 
character, and he stated his view to the 
House as followst— 

“Qught emancipation to be effected by a 
Private bill, or ought it to be brought before 
the House in a Public Bill instead of a Private 
Bill? He had more than once laid before the 
House a strong opinion that it was in the 
highest degree undesirable that any such 
oo from public law should be made in 
a Private Bill. In the first place hon. Members 
did not know what had been done until after 
it had been done, and then they found, to their 
surprise, that an alteration had been made in 
the general public law by a Private Bill. Such 
a course opened a wide door to abuse, and if it 
were adopted we might find many gaps made 
in the public law by Private Bills.” 

It is therefore because the law is open to 
abuse that I object to this Bill being read 
a second time to-day. So faras I know, 
there is no special ground for the exem 
tion of this particular school, but if there 
was some ground for special exemption, 
it seems to me to be somewhat anomalous 
that we should be asked to withdraw one 
endowed school out of the many hundred 
endowed schools at present under jurisdic- 
tion, in order to conform with the view 
of the governors of one particular endowed 





+See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. ccexxiv., page 1699. 


Mr. Speaker. 


P-| Department is secured. 
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school. If any changes are required, 
obviously the right course is that the 
Charity Commissioners themselves should 
be asked to suggest a scheme. That 
scheme would be publicly notified to the 
people of Birmingham, and the public 
there would have an opportunity of 
expressing their views in regard to the 
changes proposed to be effected by the 
scheme. Certainly, without saying any- 
thing against the Board of Education, 
it must be admitted by this House that 
the Charity Commissioners in this 
country have unrivalled experience in 
regard to schemes, and they ought 
to have the first opportunity of making 
the requisite changes in the form of 
the scheme. But it is very extraordinary 
to find that the promoters of this Bill, 
instead of taking advantage of the powers 
which were given to the Board of Edu- 
cation only last year under the Board of 
Education Act, have endeavoured by a side 
wind to take away the powers conferred 
on the Charity Commissioners by statute 
law. Under the Education Act of last 
year, by Order in Council, all these powers 
might have been transferred from the 
Charity Commissioners to the Board of 
Education; but by not doing that the 
Governors have made their object appa- 
rent, namely, that they did not want all the 
powers transferred to the Board of Educa- 
tion, for they are only seeking to transfer 
some of the powers. Take, for instance, 
the question of land. If this Bill passes in 
the present form, it will be quite possible 
for the governors to actually sell the land, 
even that on which the schools have been 
endowed, and to do whatever they like 
with the proceeds, irrespective of the views 
of any Government Department. There is 
no public body in this country representing 
a public trust which can part with property 
without going to a Government Depart- 
ment and seeking its approval. In regard 
to the land possessed by the universities, in 
every case real estate cannot be parted with 
unless the approval of the Agricultural 
With regard 
to the municipal corporations, they 
cannot part with their land without 
the Local Government Board or 
the Treasury acquiescing in such @ 
procedure, and therefore the endeavour 
to secure for the governors freedom of 
control from the Charity Commissioners 
is to create a precedent which I trust the 
House will reject on the present occasion. 
There is another point. It is not onlya 
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uestion of land, but under the present | the Bill makes. The first provision 
ill in Clause 26 the Board of Education | I wish to call attention to is in Clause 16, 
would be itself deprived of the power | from which it appears that the governors 
which the Charity Commissioners have—to | are to have complete control over the 
initiate schemes necessary from time to| property of the foundationers. The 
time in regard to this school. I object | whole legislation of the country in regard 
to this Bill not because I have any fault | to charities is based upon the principle 
to find with this particular school, but I | that there should always be some external 
object to it on the ground of public | protecting authority interposed between 
policy. In 1888 the House was asked | the charity and its trustees. It is not 
to determine on a similar question, and it | necessarily any stigma upon the adminis- 
then decided that it was inexpedient for | tration of the trustees that such an inter- 
public statutes to be interfered with by | position should take place. Of course 
Private Bills in this way. I believe there | there are isolated instances in which a 
are one, or possibly more, precedents, but | charity has been completely maladminis- 
I say they are most dangerous precedents | tered. These cases are rare, but it is 
to follow if even they exist ; and I appeal | always desirable that there should be 
tothe House, having regard to the im-| interposed between the trustees and the 
portance of the question, to hesitate | charity some external and impartial 
before they pass by Private Bill powers | authority, without whose sanction they 
which are invested in the Charity Commis- | cannot get rid of any of its property. I 
sioners by public statute and hand a|am myself the trustee of a charity, and I 
portion only over to the Board of Educa- | know the effect of that jurisdiction and 
tion. I appeal to the House, because I | that kind of superintendence is in the 
think we would be parting with the | interest of and not a hindrance to the 
statutory control which it is necessary | performances of the duties. This Bill 
for us to keep, and because the governors | entirely removes that safeguard, and if 
havebeen endeavouring to secure changes | you pass it you will really see that there 
by Private Bill legislation instead of by | is no reason why you should not repeal 
Order in Council through the Board of | the whole of our legislation of that kind. 
Education, or by the more direct method | You are giving complete power to the 
of public statute. I beg to move that | authorities of this school to deal with 
the Bill be read a second time upon this | their estates. Why should you not give 
day six months. the same powers to the Blue Coat School 
and to Charterhouse School? Why 

Mr. HUMPHREYS - OWEN (Mont-| should you have this precedent for 
gomeryshire): I rise to second that | releasing this charity from the law which 
Amendment, and I do so upon two/|experience has shown is desirable and 

unds. We are about, I hope, to | necessary for the protection of those for 
establish before very long a complete | whom the charity is intended? I am 
State system of secondary education in | told that this is an extremely democratic 
this country. If a system of that kind | measure, and therefore should receive the 
is to be of any value it must be carried | support of those on this side of the House. 
out according to broad general lines, not | I am not sure about that. How do they 
necessarily in supporting particular | propose to effect their object? In the 
schemes, or meeting the particular | first place they have five persons nomi- 
needs of localities, but, at all events, ani- | nated by the great universities and the 
mated by one general spirit and directed | new university of Birmingham. Then 
to one general end. This Bill, if it | eight persons are to be elected by the 
passes, will constitute an imperium in im-|Town Councillors of Birmingham, and 
perio which will be. independent of the | these thirteen are to elect nine otner 
educational authorities of the country,| members. The House will see that 
and which may carry on a system which | inasmuch as there are eight Town 
may or may not be advantageous, but | Councillors and only five nominated mem- 
which at all events will be unconnected, | bers, it is quite possible and most probable 
and, unless very wisely administered, un- | that the Town Councillors will elect the 
related, to the general educational system | whole of the co-optative members, and 
which is about to be established. Let | the result will be that this will be a 
me call the attention of the House | body nominated by the Town Council of 
to some of the provisions which| Birmingham. It does not appear from 
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this Bill that the Town Council con- 
tributes one shilling to the funds of the 
foundation which they are to control. A 
governing body of that kind is, I submit, 
not a very proper body to control an 
educational foundation. I may call 
the attention of the House to 
one rather remarkable provision. It is 
that no one elected by the Town Council 
of Birmingham shall be eligible or con- 
tinue to be a representative unless he 
carries on a trade, business, profession, or 
calling within the city of Birmingham or 
some parish adjoining thereto, such dis- 
tance to be determined from time to time 
by the governors. I do not see that you 
could possibly have a more undemocratic 
limitation than that. Why should you 
restrict the choice of the governors to the 
ratepayers of Birmingham and district ! 
Surely it is the experience of everybody 
that a mixture of persons of general 
eminence in educational methods would 
be most valuable in a body of this kind. 
They very likely would be anxiously 
animated by a desire to promote the 
interests of education, but they would be 
excluded from election in any other way. 
Such a provision as that marks, if I may 
say so, the general character of the Bill, 
which is, I regret to say, not so much a 
public spirited Bill as one giving exclusive 
domination to one town over an endow- 
ment which, in view of the excellent 
work it is doing, should be treated as a 
national and not merely as an exceptional 
endowment. For these reasons I sup- 
port the view of my hon. friend. This 
Bill ought never to have been brought 
forward in this way when the House is 





anxious to go on to more important busi- 

ness. It ought to*have taken its chance asa 

Government measure. Birmingham is not | 
uninfluential with the Government, and | 
the Bill might very well have been brought | 
in as a Government measure, and under | 
the «gis of the Education Department. | 
I wish to call the attention of the House | 
to two clauses at the end of the Bill re- 
lating to an endowment which is divisible 
in equal shares, between the trustees and 
the governing body. At present the 
measure is divided in equal shares, under 
the Charity Scheme, which has the force 
of law. The Haverfordwest Grammar 
School is a rather humble body, and carries 
on a very good little school in a remote 
part of Wales, and has altogether an in- 
come of £600 or £700 a year. This Bill 
proposes that the governing body of the 

Mr. Humphvreys-Owen. 
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Haverfordwest Grammar School ma 
enter into an arrangement for equall 
dividing ll properties other than 
the properties and securities of the 
foundation. Anybody who has any 
experience of the ways of the world will 
see at once that a bargain entered into 
between the great Corporation of Birming- 
ham on the one hand and the governors 
of a small Welsh grammar school on the 
other, is not likely to be one in which the 
grammar school will get the better part of 
the bargain. I observe the hon. Member 
for Thirsk proposes to amend the Bill in 
that, amongst other particulars, and he 
proposes to insert in that clause the words 
“With the approval of the Board of 
Education.” 1 wish to say that I support 
that view, and I hope the hon. Member 
will press it upon the Government. I 
wish further to add that 16 rather shows 
the somewhat arbitrary manner in 
which this Bill has been drafted, that by 
implication it interferes with two clauses 
of the Welsh Intermediate Education Act 
of 1889. Under that Act there is esta- 
blished in each county a Committee whose 
duty it is to submit to the Charity Com- 
missioners a scheme or schemes for the 
intermediate and technical education of 
the inhabitants of the county ; and under 
Section 12 of that Act— 


“An educational endowment within the 
county of a joint education committee means 
an educational endowment which is applied in 
the county, or is appropriated for the benefit 
of the natives or inhabitants of the county, or 
of some of such natives or inhabitants, or their 
children, or where the benefits of such endow- 
ments are divisible between two counties, or 
between the counties in Wales and the county 
of Monmouth, or any of them . . . then 
means so much of the endowment as the 
Charity Commissioners may determine to be 
applicable for the benefit of the county of the 
joint education committee.” 


This Bill entirely ignores those provisions 
of the Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 
and I wish to impress upon the sup- 
porters of the Bill the need for giving full 
consideration to the rights of the county 
governing body of Pembrokeshire and the 
Haverfordwest Grammar School in this 
Bill. I have no wish to bring to bear any 
undue pressure, and therefore I should be 
satisfied so far as relates to this point 
with the Amendment to be proposed by 
the hon. Member for Thirsk, and I hope 
that that Amendment at all events will be 
accepted by the promoters of the Bill or 
carried by the House. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Joseph Alfred 


Pease.) 
| 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 
As an old Birmingham King Edward 
schoolboy, and consequently taking a 

eat interest in all that concerns the 

ture welfare of the schools, I wish to 
say a few words in support of the Second 
Reading of this Bill. I hope before I sit 
down I shall be able to show that this 
foundation rests upona somewhat different 
footing from that of the ordinary endowed 
schools which have been referred to by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, and that it would 
be not against but in the interests of 
public policy that the change in the con- 
stitution which is contemplated by this 
Bill should be made. To begin with, | 
these are not in any sense of the word 
national schools ; they are local schools 
for the education of Birmingham children, 
and there certainly should be a sufficient 
number of men capable of governing these 
schools in the place itself. Nor are they 
on the same footing as some small charit- 
able endowment in some out-of-the-way 
country village. I can quite imagine 
that it is necessary in a case of that kind 
that some controlling authority should be 
laced over the governors of the school. 
What is the main purpose and object of 
this Bill? The promoters do not seek in 
any way to get rid of any reasonable 
amount of control, either as regards the 
management of their schools or as regards 











{15 May 1900} Edward VI.) Schools Bill. 





194 


ordinary every-day routine act with regard 
to the management of their property 
without first going to the Charity Com- 
missioners and obtaining their consent. 
As might be expected, this has been 
found by the governors to be exceedingly 
irksome and inconvenient, and it has also 
been productive of great delay and 
expense in the carrying on of their 
operations. It is mainly with a view to 
get rid of this burdensome control, to 
enable them to be masters in their own 
house, and to be able to deal in a free and 
unfettered way with their property that 
the governors have introduced this Bill. 
At the same time there are quite a suffi- 
cient number of checks and safeguards 
imposed upon them to prevent any im- 
proper dealing with the property (such as 
seems to be feared by an hon. Member 
opposite), not only by the general provi- 
sions which have been incorporated 
in this Bill, which are practically the 
same as were before incorporated in the 
scheme of the Charity Commissioners, 


| but also by Clause 25, which provides 


that any three governors who dissent 
from anything which is proposed to 
be done shall have a right of appeal 
to the Board of Education. This 
right of appeal, I want to point 
out, is not in any sense whatever delu- 
sive, because the board of governors is 
to be so constituted that there will 
always be upon it a sufficient number of 
independent governors to make this 
appeal if and whenever it may be neces- 
sary todo so. The House will the better 
realise the burdensome nature of this 
outside control when I explain to them 
the description of the property of which 
this foundation consists. Apart from the 





any fundamental matter connected with | school buildings and recreation grounds, 
the management of their property. What | the great bulk of the property consists 
they object to is having to submit to any | of freehold ground rents. I am informed 
outside control with reference to the | that there are now in existence as many as 
every-day details conzerning the ordinary | 700 leases relating to the property under 
management of their property. These | which these ground rents and other rents 
schools have hitherto been managed under | are payable, and that scarcely a day 
schemes which were laid down by the | passes without some transaction concern- 
Charity Commissioners in the years 1883 | ing the property taking place. The annual 
and 1884, it being also provided that | revenue which is received from these 
the Charity Commissioners should retain | sources amounts to something like 
in their own hands certain very extensive | £47.000. When I further explain that 
powers of control which were conferred | no single dealing with this property, no 
upon them by the Charitable Trusts Acts | lease, conveyance, mortgage, sale, or other 
and the Endowed Schools Acts. The | disposition of the property can at present 


general effect of this has been that the | take place without first having to go to the 
prrorning body has not been able to per-+ Charity Commissioners, the House can 
orm 


| me 
any act other than the most! understand something of the amount of 
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inconvenience which is entailed upon the 
governors. I was told the other day, as 
an instance of the amount of circumlocu- 
tion and delay which has to be gone 
through when a Government Department 
of this kind has to be approached 
before any dealing with property can take 
place, that a lease or some other docu- 
ment, which was sent to the Charity Com- 
missioners as long ago as last March 
for their approval, has only just been 
received back. It seems to me that this 
is almost as bad as being put under the 
control of the Court of Chancery. What 
has this Board of Governors done that 
they should be subjected to _ this 
indignity ? They are, in point of fact, 
no different from any private body of 
trustees, and so long as a private body of 
trustees behaves itself in a proper manner 
and carries on its business in a legitimate 
way it is not put under the control of the 
Court of Chancery, but is quite able to 
deal with its property in the manner in 
which it is now proposed by this Bill the 
governors should be allowed to deal with 
their property. It seems to me, then, that 
the only question which has to be considered 
by the House in deciding whether they 
shall accept or reject this Bill is whether 
the constitution of the Board, as provided 
for by the Bill, is such that the governors 
are likely to prove worthy of confidence, 
and to administer this foundation in the 
manner best calculated to promote the 
educational interests of the people of 
Birmingham. In the first place, with 
regard to this constitution, I would point 
out that it is precisely the same as it has 
hitherto been under the scheme of the 
Charity Commissioners, with the excep- 
tion that an additional governor is added, 
to represent the new Birmingham Uni- 
versity. There are to be twenty-two 





governors in all. Five of ‘these are to 
be nominated governors : one appointed 
by each of the Universities of Oxford, 
Cambridge, London, and Birmingham, 
anl one appointed by the teachers | 
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I very much approve of) provision is 


made that all these governors, except the 
nominated governors, shall have some con- 
nection with or interest in the city of 
Birmingham. It is quite evident from this 
that the City Council of Birmingham wil] 
control the election of the great majority of 
this Board. It will be composed mainly of 
those who are interested in the welfare 
of the city of Birmingham, and will be 
fully and truly representative in its 
character. I may point out that onthe 
present board there are no less than 
eleven gentlemen who are or have been 
aldermen or councillors of the city. 
There are nine members—including the 
present and the ex-lord mayor—who 
have been mayors of the city, and the 
chairmen of most of the large spending 
committees of the corporation are also on 
the board. What I want to point out is, 
that if these gentlemen are fit to be en- 
trusted with the administration of the 
revenues of the whole city of Birmingham, 
amounting to something like £2,000,000 
a year, surely they ought to be competent 
to administer this much smaller amount of 
annual revenue without having to submit 
themselves at every turn to the guidance 
and control of the Charity Commissioners 
or any other outside body, It is said that 
one of the chief objects for the existence 
of the Charity Commissioners is that 
they shall look after the interests of pos- 
terity. I myself am rather inclined to allow 
posterity to look after itself; but seeing 
that by the falling in of leases and the 
increase in the letting value of land the 
income of this foundation has been in- 
creasing, and is still increasing year by 
year, I do not think there is any reason 
to fear that these governors will be likely 
to encroach upon the capital value of their 
undertaking. They will have no _per- 
sonal interest whatever to serve, and 
they will be quite as likely to look after 
posterity and to guard the future value 


‘of their property as any outside body 


could possibly be. The substitution of 


on the permanent staff of the schools ;| the Board of Education for the Charity 
eight are to be representative governors | Commissioners, as is proposed in many 
appointed by the city council, and there | instances by this Act, was undoubt- 
are to be nine co-optative governors | edly contemplated by the Education Act 
who are to be chosen and elected by the | of last year, for by Section 2 of that 
remainder of the board. The council | Act it is provided that the Queen may, 


may appoint members of their own | by an Order in Council, transfer any of 

the powers at present vested in the 
Charity Commissioners, in all matters 
the hon. Member who seconded the motion | relating to education to the new 
alluded (which he objects to, but which | Board of Education, which was con- 


Mr. Lowe. 


body as governors, but the teachers may 
not do so, and under the clause to which | 
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stituted under the Act. I may also 
point out that a precisely similar 
provision to Clause 16 of this Bill—which 
is objected to by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
—has lately been inserted in the new Bir- 
mingham University Bill, which passed its 
Second Reading in this House the other 


Birmingham (King 
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representative of the Charity Commis- 
sioners, did not move the rejection of this 
Bill. That was a matter of tactics. I 
have known ever since I saw the Bill 
that most of its clauses were wasteful and 
unnecessary ; unnecessary because any 
desirable object in them could be obtained 


day without any comment or opposition. | by a scheme prepared by the Charity 
At all events, the Bill as it now stands | Commissioners after an inquiry by that 


has, I understand, received the full 
sanction and approval of the Education 
Department, and there is at least a silent 
acquiescence in this transference of powers 
by the representative of the Charity 
Commissioners in this House. It has 
already, I believe, after careful considera- 
tion, passed Lord Morley’s Committee, 


and the other House of Parliament, without | 


any opposition whatever. In conclusion 


highly trained and_ strictly 





| this Bill. 


impartial 
body ; and wasteful because they could 
have obtained those objects without cost 
to the charity, an expense which is now 
thrown upon them by the last clause in 
There are other clauses which 
are not merely wasteful and unnecessary, 
but are actually mischievous. Those 
clauses propose for Birmingham what 


| has been refused to the Universities of 


I would point out that these schools | 
form part of one great educational system | 


which now exists in Birmingham. There 


are, first of all, the public elementary | 
schools ; secondly, the grammar schools | 


of this foundation; thirdly, the high 
schools of this foundation ; and lastly, 
the new Birmingham University. And 


so we have that great desideratum—an | 


educational ladder, practically complete, | 


in Birmingham at the present time; and 
seeing that the first and last named of 
these educational institutions are not 
under the control of the Charity Com- 
missioners, but that they are—so far as 
they need any outside control—under 


the control of the Board of Education, | 


it seems to me, to say the least of it, to 


be a little inconsistent and unnecessary | 


that these schools should remain under a 
different authority. I think that I have 


said enough to show the House that this | 


Bill is reasonable in what it asks for, and 
I hope that hon. Members will not persist 
in their opposition to it. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) : The hon. Member who has 


just sat down has spoken of the admirable 


| to stop the worst. 


character of the education and the general | 


excellence of this institution. That is a 


charming tribute to the Charity Com- | 


missioners, because all this has grown up 
under its authority, and the hon. Member 
himself received his education under the 


general guidance of the Charity Commis- | 


sioners. I was not aware until I looked 
at the Parliamentary Paper that the 


rejection was to be moved, and I feel that 
this House and every Member of it has a | 


right to ask why I, as the Parliamentary | 





Oxford and Cambridge, a decision which 
has been reasserted here as recently as 
1898. The rule as to any endowments 
held for the present and future is that 
the disposal of the funds shall not be left 
to the uncontrolled management of the 
trustees from time to time, but should be 
guarded in the interests of posterity by 
some ontside body. As the hon. Member 
who mo: 2d the rejection of this Bill has 
said, this is a rule not only with charities, 
but with all bodies who administer public 
funds. The hon. Member who has just 
sat down says that these governors 
were considered competent to manage 


the revenues of Birmingham  un- 
controlled. But has he never heard 
of the Local Government Board? 


Does he not know that Dr. Chalmers once 
said that public bodies were merely as 
potter’s clay in the hands of the Local 
Government Board? I adopted this 
course because I thought that by letting 
the good clauses go by I might be able 
1 knew that had I 
moved the rejection of the Bill the 
Members for Birmingham would have 
fallen upon me. They are wise and 
honourable, and many of them = are 
right honourable, and they feel very, 
very strongly, | understand, upon this 
Bill. They would join vigorously in 
defence of this Bill as representatives of 
thedoctrine of Home Rule for Birmingham. 
Therefore I thought it was the better 
course for me to put down an Instruction, 
as I have done, concentrating the atten- 
tion of the House upon these particular 
obnoxious clauses. If I had moved the 
rejection of the Bill entirely I might have 
been placed in a greater difficulty, and 
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the worst clauses might have got by. I | matter, and it is a new clause; it was 
hope, if this goes any further, to be able | not in the Bill when it was first intro- 
on Friday next to convince this House | duced in another place. I have now made 
that the rules laid down by public | clear, I hope, the attitude of the Charity 
policy for the safety and good manage- | Commissioners, who have had great diffi- 
ment of charities in every other part of | culty with this great institution, which is 
the kingdom may also be good even for | excessively purse-proud and impatient of 
so great a place and such wise men as the | control, and if the Board of Education 
inhabitants of Birmingham. I shall | cares to undertake the responsibility of 
myself vote against the Second Reading controlling it, it will be a pleasant 
of this Bill. I shall do so because, when | beginning for that Department, whilst the 
the preamble says that the objects of | Charity Commissioners will be well rid of 
the Bill cannot be obtained without | it. 

the authority of Parliament, that state- | 

ment is, to my own knowledge,| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
inaccurate so far as regards the legiti-/ THz COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
mate objects of the Bill. As regards the | Birmingham, W.): I was very glad when 
illegitimate objects of the Bill, if it goes | my hon. friend intervened in this debate, 
any further they should not be carried | I am always glad to hear him, especially 
out even with the authority of Parlia- in his character of responsible and 
ment. There is just one other remark I | humorous representative of the Charity 
should like to make with a view of Commissioners, which is itself an 
influencing the votes in the approaching | irresponsible body. I am glad he in- 
division. I want to warn hon. Members | tervened to-day, and I say it without any 
that they cannot by voting for this Bill | reflection whatever, because it would be 
inflict a penalty upon the Charity Com-| undesirable to bring up again on Friday 
missioners. I know that the hon. Mem-'! precisely the same issues. If the House 
bers for Birmingham carry great weight | is willing to allow the Bill to go forward 
here. I know also that the Charity Com- | to the Committee stage it would be a 
mission is not as popular as it should be. | work of supererogation for my hon. 
In the nature of things it should not be | friend to make again on Friday the 
popular, and if the Commission does its | speech he has made to-night. 

duty it cannot be popular. What is 

popularity ¢ Popularity is the opinion of | Mr. GRANT LAWSON: There is no 
the present generation, but the Charity ‘Committee stage. The Bill is unopposed. 
Commissioners are the guardians of the | 

wishes of the dead and of the interests} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It must be 
of the unborn, and in the interests of | pretty evident to the House that this is a 
the past and the future we have some-| question between a great public respon- 
times to chasten the present generation. | sible body dealing with local officers and 
I know we are not popular in the | the Charity Commissioners. I have come 
House, and that some hon. Members | into conflict with the Charity Commis- 
may wish by their votes to inflict some | sioners very often, but never in such a 
penalty upon the Charity Commissioners. | matter as this. When I came into conflict 
The Charity Commissioners are perfectly | with them it was because I thought they 
prepared to see the control of this property | were a more or less irresponsible body 
go to some other body, but what they | who intervened most unjustly in order to 
object to is that it should break loose from | appropriate money which belongs to the 
all control whatever ; so long as some other | poor for the purposes of secondary educa- 
body takes it in hand we shall be exceed-| tion. On those points we always shall 
ingly glad to get rid of it. The Charity | be opposed to them. We have given them 
Commissioners have done their duty with | a lesson, and it is they who are chastened 
regard to it, and all they ask is that if|at this moment. When the Charity 
the power is taken from them it should be | Commissioners established control over 
given, unrestricted, to the Board of Edu-| the property of these foundations, no 
cation. That is not proposed by this | doubt what they had in view was that the 
Bill. My hon. friend said there were} governing body was in many cases 
safeguards in the Bill, and referred us to | entirely irresponsible, non-elective, some- 
Clause 25. But that clause does not times very small, and subject to no sort 


express the desire of Birmingham in this of popular control. And there was a fear 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 
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that these governing bodies might misuse 
the funds at their disposal, and even the 
evils attendant on the control of the 
Charity Commissioners were deemed to 
be better than such a state of things as 
that. The hon. Gentleman said there 
was no precedent for this Bill. If there 
be no precedent it is our business to make 
a precedent ; but there are precedents, 
and one of them was created last session 
when a similar course to that now 
proposed was adopted in the case of the 
Mason College Bill. You are dealing 
here with a great foundation, one of the 
largest ‘sie. veda in the United King- 
dom, with an income of something like 
£37,000 a year. You are dealing with an 
organisation which has been reformed again 
and again, until it has been thoroughly 
reorganised and put into sucha form as in 
every sense to give satisfaction to the 
people of Birmingham, whatever others 
may think. Surely it is no part of the 
Radical creed to come in with regard to 
such an institution and say that you 
shall be controlled by three gentlemen 
and a number of clerks who will see all 
that you are doing and interfere in 
every detail. The hon. Gentleman says 
this school has grown up under the 
fostering care of the: Charity Com- 
missioners until it became a popular in- 
stitution. It grew very slowly; and 
when it came to be a popular institution 
it was so hampered that it was impossible 
to alter any of the details without going 
to these precious Charity Commissioners, 
who take six months to decide any case, 
however simple it may be. In one case | 
there was this extraordinary delay: the 
Local Government wished to establish a 
girls’ school for the higher education of 
girls in Birmingham, and they proposed 
to arrange part of the payment for that 
school by the transfer of another charity, 
a cognate charity, also under the control 
of the Charity Commissioners. This in- 
volved the disposal of certain rent-charges 
and a certain amount of Consols. From| 
first to last there never was the slightest 
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body that the people of Birmingham 
protest. We do not want to get this 
out of all control, but, while we do not 
know the Board of Education, we do 
know the Charity Commissioners, and 
we do not want to know it any more. 
Therefore we propose under this Bill to 
go to the Board of Education, which may 
revise or refuse our proposal. The hon. 
| Gentleman asks that the control exercised 
|by the Charity Commission shall be 
| transferred to the Board of Education. I 
| think that is rather mean on the part of the 
Charity Commissioners. It appears to 
me that they wish to make the Board of 
Education as bad as themselves. The 
| Board of Education does not thank them 
for the proposal. The Board of Educa- 
tion approves of this Bill in its present 
form, and it does not wish to follow in 
the footsteps of the Charity Commis- 
sioners. Sir, there is only one other 
point which was referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montgomery- 
shire, in reference tothe portion of the 
charity in which Wales is concerned. It 
appears there was a sum of money—an 
endowment created in 1654. One halt 
was to go to the school at Birmingham 
and the other half to Haverfordwest. 
This Bill proposes that if the governors 
of the Haverfordwest and the Birming- 
ham school agree, they may divide the 
property, or they may sell the property 
and divide the proceeds. I think the 
speech of the hon. Member for Mont- 
gomeryshire is discreditable to the Welsh 
people, but I am not going to contest the 
matter. We are quite willing to strike 

















| out the clause altogether. But as I under- 


stand none of the hon. Members who 
represent Welsh constituencies wish that, 
but desire some additional protection, 
all I can say is that if the hon. Gentlemen 
from Wales are interested in this matter, 
we shall either meet them to their abso- 
lute satisfaction or withdraw the clause 
altogether from the Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 





doubt of the propriety of the proposal, 
and the Charity Commissioners had 
nothing to say againstit. Yet they must 
go through all these red-tape arrangements 
which were carried to such an extent as to 
really astonish a Government official, 
with the result that in the interval Consols 
fell from 112 to 103, and the charity lost 
avery considerable sum of money. Now 
it is against this utterly incompetent 


shire, Arfon) thought that, as the right 
hon. Gentleman had made so handsome a 
proposal, the hon. Gentleman might with- 
draw his motion. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : Haverfordwest accepts 
the Bill as it stands. I have received a 
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letter from the Governors to-day in which 
they say— 
““We prefer to be in the hands of Bir- 


mingham rather than in the hands of the 
Charity Commissioners.” 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): This 
matter appears to me to be a great 
deal more serious than the light and airy 
manner in which it has been discussed 
would lead the House to imagine. If we 
are to make an exception in the case 
of this school because it is wealthy 
and has powerful friends in this House, how 
are we to refuse similar claims from other 
schools ? It cannot be done ; and before we 
take away by Private Bill this reasonable 
control which is vested in an independent 
body sitting at Whitehall, we ought to 
give the matter a little further considera- 
tion. It is said that the Charity Com- 
missioners intervene in every detail of 
the administration of this property. 
That is a palpable exaggeration. They do 
not doso ; but when a mortgage is to be 
made or property sold they do intervene 
in order that they may see whether the 
best price is being obtained for it, and I 
myself have known many cases where 
such intervention has been of great benefit 
to the charity concerned. I do not 
dispute the fact that there is inevitable 
delay in every Government office, and I 
do not deny that there may have been 
delay in one particular instance which 
may have been prejudicial to a fund, 
but, looking at the matter as a whole, I 
say the rule of the Charity Commission 
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has been beneficial, and if we are to be 
called upon to remove that control in this 
instance I see no reason why we may not 
be called upon by and bye to revise the 
statute now upon the book and restore to 
all trustees the absolute power of dealing 
with funds, the safety of which might have 
been endangered but for the fact of their 
being controlled by the Charity Com- 
mission. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): It appears to me that the 
Charity Commission is a very unpopular 
body in this country, but during the last 
ten or twelve years during which the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act has 
been brought into operation, it is only 
fair to the Charity Commission to say 
that we have received nothing but kind- 
ness and courtesy and wise advice from 
them, and I think it would be impossible 
to find another Department which could 
have dealt with the great promises of 
that Act in the manner in which they did. 
I only hope, when the question of inter- 
mediate education arises here, as it must, 
that England may be as fortunate as 
Wales has been in that respect, With 
regard to the Charity Commission, we 
can only speak for our own country, and 
express our acknowledgments to the Com- 
mission for all it has done for us. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 
140. (Division List No. 124 ) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Brown, Alexander H. 
| Bullard, Sir Harry 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Butcher, John George 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
| Doughty, George 
Duuglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


| Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow 


| Carmichael, Sir 'T. D. Gibson- | 


| Cavendise, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Baillie, JamesE. B.(Inverness) | 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Barry,SirFrancis T.(Windsor) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, RtHon SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W.5B.(Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
LBolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H.F. (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 


General Laurie. 





Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 





Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster; 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 








Huds 
Hutte 


Jebb, 
Johns 
Joicey 


Bills: 
Birre 
Blak 
Bond 
Bose: 
Bran 
Broa 
Buch 
Burt. 
Buxt 
Caid 
Cami 
Cam 
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Godson,SirAugustusF rederick 
Goldsworthy, oe 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon.Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lecky, Rt Hon WilliamEdw. H. 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, RtHn Walter( Liverpool) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin,Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Blakiston-Houstor, John 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Gritfith- 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caidwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 








Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. 
M‘ Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants. 
Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
Moore, William (Antiim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morton, A. H. A. Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray,Rt HnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. eaeiprert 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bat 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R. (Lancs, Newton 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Renshaw, Cha: les Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 


NOES, 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Commins, Andrew 

Courtney, Kt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,SirF. H.:(Southampton 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
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Samuel,J.(Stockton-on-Tees) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham,J. W. (Cheshire) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Sir Wa!ter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffi’d 
Walrond, Rt. Hun. Sir W. H. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C,E(Taunt’n 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn E. R.(Bath) 
Wortley,Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lowe and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Fiower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry W.lliam 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, HnAGH (City of Lond.) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, RtHnHerbert John 
Gold, Charles 

Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greviile, Hon. Ronald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kay-Shuttleworth,Rt HnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
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Kilbride, Denis | Morrison, Walter 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Kitson, Sir James O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Knowles, Lees O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | O’Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
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| Sidebottom,Wm. (Derbyshire) 
| Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh.} 
| Souttar, Robinson 

Stanley, E. James (Somerset) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 








Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Palmer, George Win. (Reading 
=) | 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. | 
| Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pickard, Benjamin 


Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thoinas 

Lowther, Rt HnJ W(Cum’land 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 


Pickersgill, 


M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


dward Hare 
| Pilkington.SirG.A.(Lancs,SSW | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
MaeDonnell, Dr.M.A. (Q.’s C.) | Price, Robert John 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Priestley, Briggs 
| Rankin, Sir James 
| Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
| Richardson,J.(Durham, §S. E.) | 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Stock, James Hen 

Talbot, RtHn.J.G. (Oxf Univ, 
| Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

' Ure, Alexander 

| Wallace, Robert 


| Wason, Eugene 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk 

| Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 

| Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Runciman, Welter | Yoxall, James Henry 


Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mather, Willian 


Monckton, Edward Philip | 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) | Shaw, Thomas 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [Lords] (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to move that this Bill be read a second 
time upon this day six months. I wish 
to disclaim at the commencement of the 
debate any desire whatever to interfere 
with the developmentof the Mersey Docks. 
As a member of the Poit and Docks 


Commission in Dublin, I am aware of the | 
difficulties of carrying on the operations | 


of such a body as the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board. But the Irish Live 
Stock Owners’ Association, of which I am 
president, passed a resolution asking for 
further landing facilities at Liverpool, 
and therefore it is my duty to bring this 
matter before the House. It may be in 
the reccllection of the House that we had 
a discussion on this matter on a Mersey 
Dock and Harbour Bill in 1898.* There 
are peculiar circumstances connected 
with this subject which it is necessary 
to explain to the House. It may be 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lvi., page 1173. 


Sandon, Viscount 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col.Edw.J | 
| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 


| 

| TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease and 
Mr. Grant Lawson. ‘ 

(Hawick B.) 


alleged by those who are in opposition to 
/my motion that I wish to disturb the 
| operation of the Mersey Dock and Har- 
bour Board. That is not so. I wish 
them to carry out the powers which they 
obtained in their Bill of 1893 under 
which they could build a landing stage at 
Waterloo Pier. Now, if it was necessary 
in 1893 to obtain the assent of this 
House to build a landing stage at Water- 
‘loo Pier, why is it unnecessary now?! 
In 1897 we sanctioned the Bootle 
Scheme to remove the live stock trade 
| from the Prince’s landing stage. That is 
| precisely what we want now, with this 
‘Important exception, that the market 
should be kept within the City of Liver- 
pool. So far as I can see there was no 
|mention of that in the Bill of 
/1893 or that of 1898. What we 
}are asking for is improved landing 
| stage accommodation with railway con- 
nections, but we have hitherto not ob- 
tained them. It would be useful for the 
House to know the fact that the Mersey 
Dock and Harbour Board generally carry 
out their own ideas without consulting the 
trades generally concerned ; and _ that is 
a policy by which Liverpool has lost the 
tea trade. The large tea bonded stores 
which formerly were filled are now con- 
verted into ice-making warehouses. In 
the same way the wool trade was lost to 
Liverpool for want of accommodation, 
and consequently the wool came to Lon- 
don. The most recent result of that 
policy is to be found in the construction 
of the Manchester Ship Canal. We all 
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know that it was owing to the dock dues, 
high railway rates, want of accommoda- 
tion, and inability of the Mersey Dock 
and Harbour Board to provide facilities 
for the transit of goods to Manchester 
that the canal was constructed. [ am not 
speaking for Irishmen alone, but for the 
whole country. If that policy is con- 
tinued it may have more dangerous re- 
sults in the future than they contemplate. 
I desire that the Mersey Dock and Har- 
bour Board should carry out the improve- 
ments which they themselves suggested. 
I want them to look ahead and provide 
the facilities required by trade. In the 
particular trade with which I am con- 
nected I know for a fact that the 
Dublin and Manchester Steamship Com- 
pany carry a large amount of live stock to 
Manchester without interfering with Liver- 
pool at all. Liverpool is the natural 
port to which the majority of the live 
stock should go, because it is the great 
distributing centre of England, not only 
for Irish products, but for the coasting 
trade of England, Wales, Scotland, and 
the Isle of Man. In fact, Liverpool takes 
in more live stock than all the rest of 
England put together. I only mention a 
few of the ports from which stock is sent 
—Dublin, Belfast, Wexford, Sligo, 
Londonderry, Waterford, Tralee, West- 
port, Newry, Limerick, Larne, Dundalk, 
Drogheda, Cork, Galway. There are 
other ports from which occasionally live 
stock come, such as Glasgow, Ramsey, 
and Aberdeen. Now, I ask the House 
to consider seriously whether two berths 
form sufficient landing-stage accommoda- 
tion for vessels coming fromall these ports ? 
There may come a time when a ship re- 
quiries landing-stage accommodation 
owing to her having missed the time for 
getting into dock. Boats come from all 
parts. I do not want to detain the House 
with details and figures for which it would 
not care, but I do say that more live stock 
comes into England through the port of 
Liverpool than all the other ports put 
together. Therefore I ask for the con- 
venience which is necessary. I do not 
rest my case on live stovk alone, but on 
the general trade of Liverpool. The argu- 
ment which will be used on the other side 
is that the sorting pen provides all the 
accommodation for which we are asking. 
Now, I have consulted the Bill, but 
I find there is no mention of sorting 
pens, and my contention is that the 
provision of sorting pens is no sort 
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of argument against the building of a 
landing stage at Waterloo Pier. In 
Clause 5, Section 6, it provides for an ex- 
tension for about 100 yards in a north- 
westerly direction of the Prince’s Landing 
Stage, with a bridge to connect it with 
the Prince’s Landing Stage, but none of 
the sub-sections contain a word on the 
subject. Since the Prince’s Landing Stage 
has been built we are worse off than be- 
fore, because owing to the increase of 
traffic to Liverpool the Irish live stock 
trade is restricted to where there is foot- 


hold for the cattle only to the extent 


of two berths. It may be said that 
no further facilities will be given by the 
building of a landing stage than by 
building a platform at the end of the 
present landing stage. That is the way 
of the Mersey Docks; they built a platform 
at the end of the stage, and it is there 
to-day as a monument of their incapacity. 
| When the water is high no ship can 
|stand at that point, and the Mersey 
| Docks and Harbour Board were warned 
| of that fact when they built it, whilst the 
| Atlantic steamers come in and take up 
| the whole of the stage. Let me show how 
| they deal with our opponents in the cattle 
, trade. There was an elaborate expendi- 
‘ture at Birkenhead. They refused to 
| construct this landing stage which they 
themselves proposed without pressure 
being put upon them, but for the foreign 
cattle trade they have built two landing 
stages; at the same time they will not 
give us in Ireland the facilities and 
accommodation we want. The foreigners 
are subsidised whilst we, your neighbours, 
are taxed. This is not free trade. It is 
preferentlal to the foreigner. The foreign 
cattle trade ought to be in the hands of 
a municipal corporation. All these great 
public trades ought to be in the hands 
of a public authority. That is the 
doctrine accepted by this House and the 
whole civilised world at the present 
time. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
think the question of how the Mersey 
Docks treat the foreign cattle trade is a 
little remote. 


Mr. FIELD: At the present time the 
Mersey Docks are realising a great deal 
of money from the management of the 
foreign cattle trade, and it would be only 
just, [ think, if a portion of that money 
was devoted to giving the necessary 
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facilities to the native cattle trade. It for the cross channel and coasting 

may possibly be said that the native | steamers. I move that the Bill be read 

cattle trade does not pay or does not | a second time this day six months. 

realise an amount commeasurable with 

the amount we are asking the Merse ei 

Docks and Harbour Board to maveal, a ee ne enn N) 
said it was perfectly clear that the Irish 


Granted that that is so, I maintain that ai 
this Mersey Dock and Harbour Board is | Members of every shade of politics took 


not a trader. It is a great public body, | the same view as the hon. Member for the 
and it is its duty to develop the trade so St. Patrick Division had expressed. This 
that it will pay eventually. Hon. Mem- | matter really affected what was one of 
bers may say that that is my own their greatest national industries—namely 
individual opinion, but I happened to be the cattle trade. It equally affected the 
in Liverpool on Sunday, and a small people of the north of England, who must 
paragraph was brought to my notice in a be fed. To the port of Liverpool there 
Liverpool paper called the Porcupine.|come from Ireland over one million 
Under the head of “ What People are beasts and sheep. It was exceedingly 
Asking,” it says— essential for the development of the 
Ae ie If the Dock Board is not dis- | resources of Ireland that this matter 
playing a good deal of its traditional obstinacy should be looked after. Unless 
and want of patriotism in the negotiations for Parliament would step in on an occasion 
ae eee eeprrenents t like this and protect the small Irish pro- 
These words are not mine ; they are the ducer against this wealthy corporation 
words of the Porcupine. My contention there was very little hope for the trade. 
is that the Prince’s Landing Stage should | In 1893 the Mersey Docks people obtained 
be kept altogether for passenger traffic, powers in the House enabling them to 
and that the Waterloo Landing Stage make, when they saw fit, the Waterloo 
should be completed with railway conne- Dock, with railway facilities to their 
tion to the market. This is required for market. The Waterloo Dock was the 
the accommodation not only of the cross place where beasts from Ireland were to 
Channel trade, but also for the coasting | be landed, and the market where they 
trade of Scotland and Wales. Early and | were to be sold and distributed. There 
quick delivery is the essence of business was a great deal of dispute in Liverpool 
at the present time. All perishable | between 1893 and 1898 as to the rights 
articles should be delivered at the time of the corporation to deal with this par- 
they come into Liverpool. I urge this | ticular market, but that was eventually 
from the general producer’s point of view | settled, and the site of this particular 
in the three kingdoms. This is not market was fixed, and was now known as 
merely an Jrish question. If live stock | the Stanley Market. In 1898 the Mersey 
are delayed in the river they suffer much Docks people, who had done nothing 
more than probably those who were whatever under the powers of 1°93, came 
unacquainted with the facts would to the House with their Bill, which was 
imagine. Ventilation ceases almost when criticised. He possessed a letter, written 
a vessel lies still in the harbour. When then by an official with a view to stopping 
a vessel is going the ventilation is kept the opposition which the Irish Members 
up. On the voyage the cattle get neither of every shade of politics then offered 
food nor water, and the sooner they are unless the industry was safeguarded, in 
got out of the vessel the better. In sub-| which there was an undertaking that as 
mitting the motion standing in my name soon as Stanley Market was fixed as a 
I am not acting with a desire to prevent | market they would carry out the powers 
the development of Liverpool. On the | they had obtained. In March this year 
contrary, I wish that Liverpool may be | the site of the Stanley Market was fixed, 
further developed, and that the Mersey and what they expected to hear from 
Docks and Harbour Board may carry out Members from Liverpool as honourable 
their own proposals. The Mersey Docks men was that the undertaking would be 
and ¢Harbour Board is one of the few carried out. Unless this Irish trade was 
trusts in this country that do not require | given facilities, he hoped the House 
money. They ought to act up to the | would not allow this Bill to pass on the 
necessities of the case and provide the} Second Reading. He seconded the 


accommodation that is so much required | motion. 
i 


Mr. Field. 
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Amendment proposed— 


{15 May 1900} 


{ 
| 


| at once.” 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the | 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months. ’”—(Mr. Field.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said he had no fault to find 
with the hon. Members who moved and 
seconded the motion ; but he was rather 
surprised they had taken this action so soon 
after 1898, when this matter was before 
the House. The hon. 
St. Patrick Division had _ told 
House that the Mersey Board was a 
great corporation dealing with a revenue 
of £1,300,000 a year, and yet he wished 
the House to believe that those re- 
sponsible for the management of this 
great corporation were animated by 
feelings of favouritism towards certain 
interests to the detriment of other inte- 
rests. He had never before heard any- 
body, in‘ criticising the action of the board, 
make the very strong statement that 


they were guilty of protective regu-. 


a view to advantage 
and depreciate 
It it were worth while he 
read to the House a letter from a 
gentleman connected with the cattle trade 
in Belfast, stating that the cattle traders 


lations with 
one trade 


there were entirely satisfied with the | 


arrangements at Liverpool, so that it was 
not true to say that the whole of Ireland 
complained of the want of accommodation. 
The hon. Member had sent round a whip 


which contained statements that were | 
'to have a clear wharf space during 


very inaccurate—-two of them in parti- 
cular. One of them he would not refer 
to, but the second was to the effect that 


in 1898 the Mersey Docks and Harbour | 


Board had given him and his colleagues 


authority to give a pledge that the im- | 


provements and extension provided for in 
the Bill of 1893 would be carried out. 
That was not the case. In the Bill of 
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said, ‘We are going to use these powers 
As a matter of fact, the board 
had never yet found it necessary. In 
1898, when the matter was before the 


House, there was a Bill of greater import- 
| ’ o 


/in question. 


ance than this, whose merits were not 
criticised. He was glad to say that the 
merits of this Bill were not really called 
He did not think that the 
trade in Irish cattle was unfairly treated 
by this great and important board, to 


belong to which was considered the blue 
‘ribbon of the commercial world in Liver- 


Member for the | 
the | 


another. | 
could | 
great length of 1,600 ft. had last year 


1893 the Board took powers, in case it | 


should be necessary, to make certain new 
stages, among others one opposite the 
Waterloo Pier. The chairman of the 
board at the time distinctly stated that 
they did not take the powers with the 


pool. He wished to repudiate strongly the 
suggestion that the Mersey Board would 


| stoop to boycott the [rish trade or any other 


trade. The Dock Board dealt fairly and 
consistently all round. The hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division had complained 
that vessels did not get sufficient wharfage. 
Saturday and Sunday were the days on 
which most of the cattle steamers arrived, 
and during the last twenty-three weeks 
the average number arriving on Saturdays 


was three and on Sundays five, and he 


was authorised to say that the extent of 
wharfage available for these vessels was 
1,693 ft., allowing 250 ft. for each vessel, 
which was a very large average. The 
House would see that even six vessels 
could be accommodated at the same time. 
He believed that in summer two or 
three pleasure boats lay at the pier from 
time to time, but as a matter of fact this 


dealt with 5,700 different ships, and out 
of the large number only eighty-six had 
at one time or other to give way to some 
other ships that might, under the harbour 
bye-laws, have a special claim to a berth. 


| Out of these eighty-six vessels there were 
only thirteen that did not enjoy what he 


might call their right under the bye-laws 


the length of an hour. He_ sub- 
mitted that the hon. Member had not 
proved that in any sense the wharfage 
at present was inadequate for the 
cattle trade from Dublin. It had been 
said that two years ago they had given a 
pledge to carry out the work provided 
for under the Act of 1893. It was never 
contemplated by the Board on the occa- 
sion to undertake the construction of 
the Waterloo Wharf, and little was it in 
the mind of the hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick Division. He would venture 
to read part of two letters on the subject. 


’ view to the new stage being immediately | One, dated 7th May, 1898, was from Mr. 


made. 


VOL. LXXXIII. [FourtH Series. 


He never came to the House and | Burton, the engineer, to the hon. Member 


I 
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for the St. Patrick Division, and contained 
the following— 


“T have now to intorm you that, being satis- 
fied by the speech of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture in the House of Commons 
on the 28th ultimo, and by the statements 
made by yourself and by the Town Clerk of 
Liverpool on behalf of the Corporation, that 
the removal of the Stanley market to Bootle 
or to some other place not conveniently situ- 
ated for cattle landed at the Prince's stage, is 
not probable, the Works Committee have 
recommended to the Board that works for 
increasing the sorting space for cattle adjoin- 
ing and to the weteard of the Prince’s Pier 
be proceeded with.”: 


The reply to that letter from the hon. 
Member for St. Patrick Division, dated 
16th May, 1898, was to the following 
effect :— 

“TI am pleased to acknowledge that your 
board have acted in a businesslike manner, 
calculated to preserve the cross -channel 
coasting and cattle trades to Liverpool, by 
agreeing to provide the facilities necessary. I 
am glad an arrangement has been come to, 
which, when carried out, will be satisfactory 
to all those concerned.” 


Mersey Docks and 


After those letters had passed the Mersey 
Docks Board were, with reason, very much 
astonished to find that when this im- 
portant Bill connected with other matters 
came before the House, his hon. friend 
got uv and said he had a grievance. 


Mr. FIELD: May I point out to the 
hon. Member that I always maintained 
and still maintain that they should carry 
out those powers sought for and obtained 
from the House. 


*Mr. LAWRENCE: The hon. Member 
said we gave a pledge to the House that 
we would carry out the works referred to 
in the powers obtained in the Act of 1893. 
We never made such a pledge, because 
we said it was not necessary then, and 
we say it is not necessary now. I will 
read what the chairman said at a 
meeting of the Mersey Docks and Har- 
bour Board on 4th November, 1892, when 
the resolution authorising the promotion 
of the 1893 (Various Powers) Bill was 
submitted and passed—- 

“These would meet the case to a certain 
extent, and were as much as would be wanted 
for a time, but in order to avoid the necessity 
of going constantly to Parliament, they 
thought it better to apply for powers to con- 
struct this floating stage, not as an alterna- 
tive, but as a supplementary scheme, in case 
they found it necessary. No doubt a limit 


would be imposed upon them, but during the 
interval, the Board would be able to learn 


Mr. Lawrence. 
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‘whether the accommodation of the Prince’s 
stage would suffice or not, and if not, there 
was still the larger scheme, which would cost 
£350,000.” 


That was the position the Board took up. 
The hon. Member had no doubt that as 
sensible and honourable people the Board, 
if necessary, would not hesitate to do 
anything else fairly to advance the inte- 
rests of the trade. The Mersey Docks 
Board were, he believed, in a position to 
affirm that the Board of Agriculture 
considered that the necessity of the case 
had not yet been proved, and therefore 
ithey were entitled to leave the case 
where it was. They did not now, any 
more than in 1898, give a non possumus, 
but any feasible proposal by which 
the trade of Ireland would be im- 
proved would be considered. Until 
the necessity had been proved it 
would be too much to call upon them to 
spend the very large figure which the 
building of the other wharf would 
naturally involve. Since 1898 they had 
carried out the alterations to whieh Mr. 
Burton referred. They had _ spent 
£25,000, and if they had not increased 
' the wharfage they had certainly improved 
‘the chances of vessels getting forward 
with their unlading. He thought that 
the hon. Member before criticising the 
‘action of the Board might fairly wait 
‘until the new works, commenced in 1898, 
‘had actually come into operation. 


*SeRJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) 
did not think the hon. Member had met the 
‘arguments brought forward by the hon. 
| Member for St. Patrick Division. There 
had been complaints for years on behalf of 
cattle dealers and farmers in Ireland as to 
‘the want of accommodation for the land- 
| ing of cattle at Liverpool. That was the 
| point of the case. Ireland had very few 
natural resources. Ireland was a very 
| poor country, and the principal source of 
| wealth in that country was its cattle trade, 
jand every encouragement and facility 
should be given by that House for the 
carrying on and development of the 
trade. He denied altogether the sug- 
| gestion of the hon. and learned Member 
'who spoke last that there was any mis- 
' statement in the circular where it set 
| forth that a pledge was given to the 
| House in 1898 that the works authorised 
| in 1893 would be carried out as soon as 
| possible. That paragraph was strictly 
accurate, and he doubted very much 
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whether the right hon. Gentleman | 
the Minister of Agriculture would | 
question the accuracy of the statement. | 
How had that been met? The Stanley | 
Market was now built, but the condition | 
referred to had not been fulfilled. It was | 
stated that Belfast traders were satisfied | 
with the existing accommodation, but 
that was a mere illusory statement. Surely 
hon. Members were aware that nothing | 
was more injurious to cattle than lying | 
at anchor under stifling conditions. He 
knew from his own experience that great 
suffering and injury was caused to cattle | 
in transit, and he read a few years ago a | 
remarkable pamphlet published by his | 
hon. friend the Member for the St. | 
Patrick Division of Dublin, which was | 
based on the result of an action brought 
by cattle traders in Ireland against the 
railway companies for thé manner in 
which their cattle carrying trade was | 
conducted. He hoped the House would 
show some sympathy with Ireland in the 
matter. It interested landlords equally 
with tenants, because the landlords | 
depended for their rent largely on the | 
price obtained for cattle, and the tenants’ | 
subsistence depended on that source also. 
The Mersey Docks Board, which was a | 
Corporation, whose wealth ought to be a 
guarantee that they would act in the 
right way—although he did not accept 
any such guarantee—ought not to have 
abused their powers, or ought not to have | 
neglected to exercise them, in accordance 
with the distinct pledge given in 1893. 
He should, therefore, support the motion 
of his hon. friend the Member for the 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin. 


{15 May 1900} 


‘an Irish 
/of action and their unwillingness to 


seme > 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): He should behave himself. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
should not use such an expression as 
that. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : L apologise. 
I ought not to have used it, but I was 
irritated by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
remarks. 


*Mr. LONG: I am not aware that I 
deserve the rebuke of the hon. Gentle- 
man. The whole tenor of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech, so far as it con- 
tained any argument at all, was that the 
action of the Docks Board was ruining 
industry by ‘thei want 


meet the demands of the Irish farmers. 
I repeat there is no foundation for any 
statement of that kind. The Docks 
Board of Liverpool are not what the right 


'hon. Gentleman says they are, a great 


wealthy corporation with an enormous 
income to spend as they like. They are, 
on the contrary, a very impoverished cor- . 


| poration, the members of which, by the 


way, perform their duties for nothing and 
administer a very large revenue which is 
derived from dues imposed on ships using 
the Liverpool docks, and unless they 
can see that any expenditure they are 
called upon to incur would be remuneta- 
tive, chey are entitled to hold their hands 
before they embark upon it. Suppose 
that the Vocks Board had in 1893 or in 
1898 made the specific promise referred to 
in this debate, and if they now found that 


| there was no néed for extra accommoda- 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD) 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- | 
pool, West Derby): I cannot congratu- 
late hon. Gentlemen from Ireland on the | 
recruit they have received in this debate. | 
I am bound to say, speaking with some | 
personal knowledge of the facts of this 
case, that I never heard such a grossly 
exaggerated statement as that the House 
has just listened to from the right hon. 
Gentleman. Anyone listening to his 
speech would imagine that two-thirds of 
Ireland, if not the whole of Ireland, was 
brought to a state of ruin by the action 
of the Mersey Docks Board. 


*SersEANT HEMPHILL: I would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman what 
passage in my speech is exaggerated. 





tion, is it reasonable that they, as trustees 
of public money, should be obliged to 
carry out that pledge even though they 
believed that no extra accommodation 
was required. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that complaints had been made on 
this question from time immemorial. 
Yes, Sir, many complaints have been 
made, such as those mentioned by the 
right hon. Gentleman. It has been my 


| business to sift many of these com- 


plaints, and as a rule I have found that 
the charges were of a general character, 
and were refuted by the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board. I would suggest 
to the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin that the best way to 
get what he wants—and what he is en- 
titled to ask for if he believes that insuf- 


I 2 
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ficient accommodation exists—is not to 
oppose this measure, which is a measure 
to develop the Liverpool docks. I had 
some part in the negotiations which took 
lace with reference to the Bill of 1898. 
t was then suggested that the Stanley 
Market should be given up, and a site for 
a market obtained elsewhere. The 
Mersey Docks Board said that once the 
site was settled they were prepared to 
spend what money they thought right 
and reasonable to meet the demands that 
were made upon them. That is the 


position I understand which they take up | 


to-day, and they are entitled to ask that 
before they are called upon by this House 
to spend more money, it should at all 
events be clearly shown to them that 
there is a demand for extra accommoda- 
tion. Of course it is true that cattle 
suffer by the ships having to lie in the 
river for many hours, and that they 


deteriorate in condition if the arrange- | 


ments made for their landing are not 
satisfactory. 
my Department to use every effort we 
can to prevent such suffering, and there 
is no justification for suggesting that 


we allow the port authorities to 
give advantages to foreign cattle 


as against home raised cattle. We apply 
the same rules to all alike. Charges have 
been made that cattle have lain in the 
Mersey for long periods. I have brought 
these charges before the Docks Board. I 


have had each case examined into as to | 


the exact time the ships arrived, came 
alongside, and had discharged _ their 
cargoes, and I do not hesitate to say that 
not one of those charges could be sus- 
tained. Surely if that is so, the Docks 
Board are merely doing their duty in 
holding their hands before indulging in 
further expenditure. I hope the hon. 


Member for the St. Patrick Division of | 


Dublin, who has played a very prominent 
part with regard to this question, and 
who has endeavoured to secure proper 
recognition of the rights and needs of 
graziers of cattle in Ireland, will be satis- 
fied with the debate he has initiated, and 
that he will not think it necessary to put 
the House to the trouble of a division, 
because, if he succeeded in his motion, he 
would stop the progress of a Bill urgently 
required for the development of the docks 
in Liverpool, and would not advance by 
one iota the cause he has at heart. I can 


assure the hon. Gentleman that if any 
person interested in the cattle trade will 


Mr. Long. 
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bring forward specific cases, either with 
regard to delay or the condition of the 
| cattle after being landed, I will undertake 
| that they shall be sifted and examined 
‘into, and if, in our opinion, it is 
|found to be desirable that additional 
/accommodation should be provided, I 
will undertake also to press that 
view on the Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board. I have not always seen eye to 
|eye with them, but they have always 
been ready and willing to listen and to 
earefully consider any suggestions made 
to them by my Department, and I am 
convinced that if the need for extra 
accommodation can be shown they will 
not hesitate to meet the demand ina 
straightforward way. I believe that it 
would be more advisable for the interests 
represented by the hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick Division of Dublin not to 
press the matter further, and to allow 
the Bill to be read the second time. 


| Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he must first express his 
regret that the right hon. Gentleman had 
|thought it necessary to refer in the 
manner he did to his right hon. friend 
the Member for North Tyrone. He was 
sure he was expressing the feelings of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite when he said 
that it was a matter of regret that on 
that occasion they had not the advantage 
of the services of the highly efficient 
solicitor to the Board, as they had on 
previous occasions. The question was 
}one on which Irish opinion was 
unanimous, at all events with the excep- 
tion of hon. Members for Belfast, who 
thought that everything asked for except 
by Belfast was prima facie wrong, and 
therefore ought to be rejected by 
the House. With that exception, Ire- 
land was unanimous in demanding better 
| accommodation for the Irish cattle trade. 
|He was sure they had the  sym- 
|pathy of the President of _ the 
Board of Agriculture in the matter. 
|The position in which the House was 
placed by the motion was a little awkward. 
They were asked to reject a Bill 99-100ths 
of which they knew to be good because 
they were dissatisfied on a_ particular 
point. He thought it would be better if 
| his hon friend withdrew the motion for 
| the rejection of the Bill and went on to 
| the Instruction, which definitely raised the 
| particular point as regards accommoda- 
tion. 
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Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) said he could | 


not be accused of being one of those who 
thought that unless a thing emanated | 
from Belfast it was sure to be wrong. So | 
far as Belfast was concerned he had heard | 
no complaints regarding the accommoda- 
tion given in Liverpool. That possibly 


was only a negative testimony, but his | 
experience was that if the people of | 
Belfast wanted anything from Parliament | 
they were never slow in letting him know. | 
He doubted whether it was actually | 


necessary in the immediate future to 
build such a wharf as was suggested. 
That was a matter for the Docks Board to 
consider. At present steamers from 
Belfast landed their passengers at a 


landing stage which was centrally 
situated. If the cattle wharf were con- 
structed lower down the river the 
steamers would be sent to it and the 


passengers would be landed among 
cattle at a point further away from the 
centre of the city. 


Mr. FIELD said he would adopt the 
suggestion of his hon. friend and would 
withdraw the motion by leave of the 
House. In introducing it he had no 
desire whatever, directly or indirectly, to 
interfere with Liverpool as a port. It 
was with a view to developing the port 


that he brought forward his motion. He | 


was glad the President of the Board of 
Agriculture had recognised the spirit in 
which he had acted, and he would only 
add that he had always been courteously 
and urbanely treated by the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 


PREVIOUSLY — IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER leid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 

previously inquired into, and which are 

applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz :— 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE 
ORDERS NOT 
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CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES). 


Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


| GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL 
| Read a second time, and committed. 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
|Orders made by the Board of Trade 
, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
'and 1888, relating to Battersea, Lime- 
house, Mile End Old Town, and St. 
George-in-the-East, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


ELECTRIC 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Battersea, Limehouse, Mile 
End Old Town, and St. George-in-the- 
East,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
ions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 201.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 11). 

Bill to confirm a Provisional OrdeT 

made by the Board of Trade under the 

Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 


relating to Marylebone, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 


“ To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Marylebone,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be referred to the Ex- 

M i » oe a 2 Dawertre > i 1 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, anc 
to be printed. [Bill 202.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW). 

3i11 to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to the Hursley Union and the 
parish of Saint Mary Magdalen, Ber- 
mondsey, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
sf the Local Government Board relating 
to the Hursley Union and the Parish of 
St. Mary Magdalen, Bermondsey,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 203.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Cuckfield (Rural), Leigh, 
Milford Haven, and Wallasey, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Mr. Chaplin. 


{COMMONS} 
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LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL. 

BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taries of State for improving an area 
situated in the parishes of St. James and 
St. John, Clerkenwell, and St. Andrew, 
Holborn, in the county of London,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
206. | 


LONDON Pee PROVISIONAL 
iP 


ER. 


| Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
| made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaries of State for improving an area 


situated in the parishes of Poplar and 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | Bromley-by-Bow, in the county of London, 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. | 
“To confirm certain Provisional Orders | 
of the Local Government Board relating | 
to Cuckfield (Rural), Leigh, Milford | 
Haven, and Wallasey,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 204.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Burton-upon-Trent, Dor- 
chester, the Parts of Kesteven, Warring- 
ton, and Winchester, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Mr. Chaplin. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Burton-upon-Trent, Dorchester, the 
Parts of Kesteven, Warrington, and 
Winchester,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Exami- 
ners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 


be printed. [Bill 205.] 


| 


LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL- 
BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by ong, of Her Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaiies for State for improving an 
aea situated in the parishes of St. 
James and St. John, Clerkenwell and St. 
Andrew, Holborn, in the county of Lon- 
don, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew 

White Ridley. 











ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse 
Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew White 
Ridley. 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

“'To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taries of State for improving an area 
situated in the parishes of Poplar and 
Bromley-by-Bow, in the county of 
London,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 207.] 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Mr. OLDROYD reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group B of Private Bills, That 
the parties promoting the South Metro- 
politan Gas Biil had stated that the evi- 
dence of Professor Vivian B. Lewes, Royal 
Naval College, Greenwich, was essential 
to their case ; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the 
said Professor Vivian B. Lewes do attend 
the said Committee Today, at half-past 
Three of the clock. 


Ordered, That Professor Vivian B. 
Lewes do attend the Committee on Group 
B of Private Bills To-day, at half-past 
Three of the clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS GROUP (5). 

Mr. DE TATron EGERTON reported from 
the Committee on Group 5 of Railway 
Bills, That the parties opposing the Bray 
and Enniskerry Railway Bill had stated 
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that the evidence of Charles Herbert 
Wilkinson, of 224, Dashwood House, 9 
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additional Provision, the Standing Orders 


, | ought to be dispensed with :—That the 


New Broad Street, London, was essential | parties be permitted to introduce their 


to their case ; and it having been proved | 


additional Provision, if the Committee on 


that his attendance could not be procured | | the Bill think fit.” 


without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said Charles Herbert Wilkinson do attend 
the said Committee during the proceed- 
ings on the Bray and Enniskerry Railway 
Bill. 

Ordered, That Charles Herbert Wilkin- 
son do attend the Committee on Group 5 
of Railway Bilis during the proceedings 
on the Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

Mr. ALEXANDER HARGREAVES BROWN 
reported from the Committee on Group D 
of Private Bills, That the parties pro- 
moting the Dublin Electric Lighting Bill 
had stated that the evidence of Mr. H. M. 
Swaine, Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, Custom House, Dublin, was 
essential to their case; and it having 
been proved that his attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said Mr. H. M. Swaine do 
attend the said Committee upon Thurs- 
day, 17th May, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock, and produce to the Committee on 
the above-mentioned Bill the transcript 


of the Notes of Evidence taken at the | 
recent local inquiry on the application of | 


the Dublin Corporation for a loan in con 
nection with the electric lighting of the 
City of Dublin, and the correspondence 
which has been received since the date of 
such inquiry. 

Ordered, That Mr. H. M. Swaine do 
attend the Committee on Group D of 
Private Bills on Thursday, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock, and produce the said 
documents. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 5) BILL (PROVISIONAL ORDERS). 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Tramways Orders Confirmation 


(No. 5) Bill.”-—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 


1. “That, in the case of the Tottenham | 


Urban Distgict Council Bill, Petition for 


their tramways to Bk ickrock ; 


2. “That, in the case of the London 
and San Francisco Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 


| proceed with their Bill.” 


3. “That, in the case of the North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill, 
Petition for additional Provision, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
introduce their additional Provision, if 
the Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


SELECTION. 

Mr. HALsEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons 
on the Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation 
Bills:—-Mr. Buchanan; and had ap- 
pointed in substitution: Mr. Hazell. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


CHARING CROSS AND STRAND 
ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to the Metro- 
politan Police Provisional Order Bill, 
without amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“ An Act to authorise the Magistrates and 
Town Council of the burgh of Falkirk to 
construct new gasworks and other works 
and to acquire lands; and to confer 
further powers on the magistrates and 
council in relation to their gas under- 
taking; to extend the municipal and 
police boundaries of the burgh; and for 
other purposes.” Falkirk Corporation 
Bill [ Lords}. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
enable the Cork Electric Tramways and 
Lighting Company, Limited, to extend 
and for 


other purposes.” Cork Electric Tram- 
ways Bill | Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


j enable the Rhymney Railway Company 


{ 
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to raise additional capital ; and for other | 
purposes.” Rhymney Railway Bill 
| Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for | 
enabling the Brewery and Commercial | 
Investment Trust, Limited, to arrange for | 
the extinction of its founders’ shares ; for | 
issuing shares in satisfaction of such | 
shares ; for subdividing the stock of the | 
Company and creating certain prefer- | 
ences ; and for other purposes.” 
and Commercial Investment 


Limited, Bill [Lords] 


Trust, 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to extend 


the powers of the Bristol Waterworks 
Company for the protection of the 
purity of their waters.” Bristol Water 
Bill | Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act 
to confer further powers upon the Taff 
Vale Railway Company with reference 
to the construction of works and the 
acquisition of lands and for other pur. 


poses.” Taff Vale Railway Bill [Lords]. 


FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [Lords} 
CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 


[Lords]. 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL _IN- 


VESTMENT TRUST, LIMITED, BILL 
[Lords]. 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lords]. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Mr. JAMES WILLIAM LOWTHER  in- 
formed the House that the Committee on 
Group H of Private Bills, not being ap- | 
pointed to meet until Thursday next, the | 
parties promoting the Church’s Patent 
Bill [Lords], which was set down for con- 
sideration upon the first day of the 
meeting of the Committee, had appeared 
hefore him and proved that the Evidence 
of Mr. Cornelius Veale Dalton, C.B., 
Comptroller General of Patents, South- 
ampton Buildings, W.C., was essential to 
their case, and that his attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House. 

Ordered, That the said Mr. Cornelius 
Veale Dalton do attend the Committee on 
Group H of Private Bills on Thursday 
next at Twelve of the clock. 


{COMMONS} 


Brewery | 
LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF SALE) 


Petitions. 998 
PETITIONS. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Petition from Perth, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
BILL. 


Petition from Clerkenwell, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition of the Committee on Tem- 
perance of the United Presbyterian 
Church, in favour ; to lie upon the Table, 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 

SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Erith, in favour ; to lie 

upon the Table. 


LOCALGOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT (NO. 3) BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 


Petitions for alteration, from Manches- 
ter; and Holborn ; to lie upon the Table. 


PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Queensferry, against ; to 
lie upon the Table, 


(SCOT. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Two Petitions from Lewes, in favour ; 


' to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Coatham; 


| Bridgwater ; Bradford (two); Sheffield 


(four); Barnsley; Furness Vale; Hex- 
table; Wareham; Port Sunlight; Lin- 


coln (two); Stamford Hill; Parton ; 
Pontycymmer ; Bridgend; Blaengarw ; 
Bath ; Framwellgate Moor ; Liverpool ; 
Leyland ; Marple; Gwalodygarth ; Sid- 
cup; New Shildon ; and Durham (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish Licensed Trade 
Defence Association, against ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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29 Questions. 


Petitions in favour, from Inverness ; 
Edinburgh (four); Cowdenbeath; Gul- 
lane; United Presbyterian Church Tem- 

rance Committee; Currie; Glasgow ; 
Tarbert Lochfyne ; Dunoon ; Whiteinch ; | 
Paisley ; Saltcoats; Stonehaven; and | 
Perth ; to lie upon the Table. | 


2 








| 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE | 
SERVICE. 

Petitions for legislation, from Cannock ; 
Stone ; and Wakefield ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 

SHIRE) BILL. 


Petition from Mitchell, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


| 


TEMPERANCE REFORM THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Dumbarton ; | 
Dalkeith ; and Fetteresso ; to lie upon | 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





| 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND | 
(TECHNICAL’ EDUCATION). 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
fordered 23rd June, 1899; The Lord 
Advocate] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 176.] 
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SOUTH AFRICAN 
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SUEZ CANAL (COMMERCIAL, No. 1, 
1900). 


Questions. 


Copy presented, of Returns of Shipping 
ind Tonnage, 1897, 1898, and 1899 (in 
continuation of “Commercial, No. 4, 
1899 ”) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 11, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France regu- 
lating the telegraphic communication be- 
tween the two countries. Signed at Paris, 
17th February, 1900. Ratifications ex- 
changed at Paris, 2nd April, 1900 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2422 and 2423 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 

WAR — PAARDE- 
BERG OPERATIONS--AMBULANCE 
COMPANIES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he will explain 
why Lord Kitchener refused to allow the 


‘ambulance or the bearer companies to 


STEEL RAILS. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- | 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade 
to inquire into the loss of strength in | 
steel rails through use on_ railways, 
together with the appendices thereto [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consent of the Tonbridge Urban District 
Council in the case of the Tonbridge 
Water Provisional Order [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 177.] 


WEST INDIES (JAMAICA). 

Copy presented, of Contract between | 

the Crown Agents for the Colonies and | 

Messrs. Elder, Dempster, and Company 

fora steamship service between Jamaica 

and the United Kingdom [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


| is 


accompany the Paardeberg column on the 


ground of insufficiency of forage, and in 
consequence of which refusal the wounded 
at Paardeberg, numbering about 800, in- 
cluding officers, had to journey for three 
nights in wagons drawn by oxen at the 
rate of two miles an hour, exposed to 
heat by day and cold by night, the 
wagons being uncovered, and amid 
circumstances of suffering and privation ; 
and whether any steps will be taken to 
secure, by a proper system of ambu- 
lance, the mitigation of the sufferings 
of the wounded and dying soldiers on 
the field of battle. 


*Tor UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): There 


every reason to suppose that the 
ambulance system has upon the whole 
worked admirably throughout the 
present campaign. It is, however, of 
course impossible to make forced 
marches without the risk of most  re- 


grettable suffering among the wounded. 





231 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 939. 


PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS— | South Africa was in the nature ot a new 
IRISH SERGEANTS. year’s gift to the 120,000 soldiers taking 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask | part in the campaign on Ist January, 
the Under Secretary of State for War/ 1900, and having regard to the dis. 
whether he is aware that although com- | appointment felt by some of the divisions 
missions have been conferred on severalser- | brigades, and regiments subsequently 
geantssince thecommencement of the war, | arriving in South Africa at not havin 
in no instance has a commission been con- | received the same gift, whether he woul 
ferred on a sergeant of any of the Irish | recommend an explanation of the dis- 
regiments who have been selected for the | tinction in an Army Order. 
posts of danger, and who have been in| , see ; : 
some instances practically annihilated ; | Mr. WYNDHAM: The gift being a 
and, whether the War Office has any, personal one from Her Majesty to the 


and, if so, what explanation to offer for | oops serving in South Africa at Christ. 
this omission. | mas, it does not seem desirable to deal 


| with the point raised by the hon. Member 
*Mr. WYNDHAM : The promotions to | in an Army Order. 
commissioned rank given so far have | 


been made for reasons independent of the | b % s 
war. The recommendations placed at — Bp ame al ” 
Lord Roberts’s disposal have not yet been : 

received. *Mr. BROWN (Shropshire, Welling- 


er ton) : I beg to ask the Junior Lord of the 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: As a Admiralty whether the Army Medical 
matter of fact has any Irish sergeant Department reports show that inocula- 
been promoted 4 tion for enteric fever has been found use- 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As we have not | {ulin our Army in South Africa ; and, 


yet received Lord Roberts’s recommenda-|!f 80, whether the Government will 
tions for war services I cannot answer | SUPply anti-ty phoid vaccine to Her 
the question. | Majesty’s ships so that sailors and others 

| who have to land in unhealthy places may 


RELA. | previously be inoculated on board ship. 





COMPENSATION TO SOLDIERS’ 
TIVES—METHOD OF PAYMENT. | 'Tup CIVIL LORD or THE ADML 
*Smr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | RALTY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | Worcestershire, E.): This matter is re- 
Under Secretary of State for War) ceiving careful attention, but definite 
whether, in connection with any proposal | information as to the results of inocula- 
to increase the amount payable to the | tion for enteric fever is not yet available, 
relatives of private soldiers killed in| When this information is Yeceived, the 
battle, the Government will consider the | point raised by my hon. friend shall be 
wisdom of in all cases avoiding lump pay- | considered. 
ments to widows, and of substituting | 
annuity, and the possibility of making | rie , : 
payments of annuities weekly instead of | WAR MEDAL FOR NAVAL FORCES. 
monthly. Lord BALCARRES (Lancashire, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The suggestion of | Chorley): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the right hon. Baronet wah regard to | the Admiralty if the medal for the Naval 


" a: | forces engaged in the present war will be 
it mA ey ag htagh  gai se | identical with that issued to the Military 
announcement on the subject. | forces ; and, if not, whether it will be 

| possible to secure a suitable design by 

| means of an open or limited competition. 

THE TROOPS. | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 

Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): On| The operations in question being of an 

behalf of the hon. Member for the Central | essentially military character, any medal 

Division of Sheffield, I beg to ask the | granted by Her Majesty will be issued by 

Under Secretary of State for War, seeing | the War Office. Naval forces co-operating 

that the gracious present of Her Majesty | with the military forces in these opera- 
the Queen to Her Majesty’s troops in| tions would receive the same medal. 


THE QUEEN’S CHRISTMAS GIFT TO 





| 
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{15 May 1900} Questions. 234 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I beg par- 
The date is April, 1900—last 


933 Questions. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY — RESERVE OF | 
OFFICERS—RETIRED CAPTAINS. | don, 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask | month. 





the Under Secretary of State for War 


how many captains, retired from the | 


Royal Artillery, there are in the Reserve of 
Officers, and how many of them have been 
employed in the war or in connection 
with the formation of the new batteries. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
captains retired trom the Royal Artillery 
who are in the reserve of officers is 
sixty. Of these two are employed in 
South Africa, thirteen in connection with 
the formation of new batteries and com- 
panies, and twenty-one in other. military 
employments. 


ARMY CONTRACTS COMMITTEE—MR. 
HOUSTON—PR VILEGE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Patronage Secretary to the 

Treasury whether, when he proposed the 


Member for the Toxteth Division of | 


Liverpool to serve on the Army Con- 
tracts Committee, he was aware that 
the hon. Member is chairman of the 
British and American Steam Navigation 


Company, Limited, which has contracts | 
with several Government Departments, | 


including the War Office ; and if so, what 
explanation, if any, has he to offer for 
proposing the Member for the Toxteth 
Division to serve on this Committee. 


*THe PATRONAGE SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Sir WititaAm WatL- 
ROND, Devon, Tiverton): No, Sir, I was 
not aware of the facts stated in the ques- 
tion of the hon. Gentleman. 


[LATER. ] 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to read a notice which I think is 
contrary to the privileges and usages of 
Parliament, and probably is within the 
purview of that Act of Parliament by 
which entlemen who contract with the 
War Office Departments are rendered 
ineligible for seats in this House. The 
notice has been issued from the office of 
R. P. Houston and Co. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What is the date? 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: April 19th, 
1899. It came into my hands this day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
House cannot take cognisance of a matter 
that happened a year ago. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Matters of privilege 
'must be brought promptly before the 
House. If the document has been in 
circulation for a month it is too late for 
| the hon. Member to bring it before the 
House as a breach of privilege, nor is it 
any answer that the hon. Member only 
| saw it to-day, otherwise matters might 
| be brought before the House which 
occurred ten years ago. A question of 
| privilege must be brought forward 
| promptly and while it is of fresh interest. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : With great 
respect, if that be so, Sir, and as I regard 
this as a matter of most intense and 
‘enormous public interest, I think I 
| shall be justified in taking the sense of 
‘the House as to the use of the Ten 
| Minutes Rule 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
| does not arise at present. 





That 


MILITARY EDUCATION IN SCHOOLS— 
ETON COLLEGE MEMORANDUM. 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 

| N.R., Thirsk): On behalf of the hon. and 

gallant Member for the Epping Division 
| of Essex, I beg toask the Under Secretary 

‘of State for War if the memorandum of 

the head master of Eton College, with 
|regard to military education in public 

/secondary schools and their association 

‘with a scheme of national defence, has 

been under consideration ; and if he can 

'make any statement thereon. 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The memorandum 
| has been carefully considered, and certain 
observations upon it have been addressed 
to the head master of Eton, who has 
been advised to bring it before the next 
conference of head masters. The Secre- 
_tary of State for War will be prepared to 
'deal with any suggestions which may 
‘emanate from the public schools as a 
whole. 


VOLUNTEER RESERVE. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
| for War whether the new Volunteer Re- 
| serve will be limited to men who have 
‘been returned efficient six times in the 
| last ten years; and whether, having re- 
_gard to the more advantageous defence of 
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the country he will recommend the ad- 
mission to the Reserve of all old Volun- 


teers who qualify as marksmen. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The limit referred 
to was laid down after consultation with 
Volunteer commanding officers, and was 
fixed with regard to the efficiency of the 
Volunter force asa whole. The Secretary 
of State is not willing to relax the con- 
ditions without further inquiry. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—RAILWAY 
PRIVILEGES. 

Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Boroughs) : 
I beg toask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he will ask the railway 
companies to allow wives of Volunteers in 
camp to travel to see their husbands at 
military rates. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of | 
State does not see his way to making this | 


request of the railway companies. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—FACILITIES 
FOR MUNICIPAL SERVANTS. - 


Mr. HOWELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 


whether he will issue a circular letter to 
municipal corporations, county councils, 
boards of guardians, and other public 
bodies, and also to railway companies, 
banks, and insurance companies, urging 
them to afford facilities to their employees 
who are Volunteers to attend camp this 
year for fourteen days. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It is hoped that 
all employers will make arrangements to 
allow Volunteers in their service to be 
present during as many days as possible 
of the special month’s training for which 
they have been asked to attend. But the 
Secretary of State thinks it better to 
defer any appeal to private employers 
until the arrangements made for Govern- 
ment employees can be announced. This 
will, 1 hope, be very soon. 


VOLUNTEERS—CYCLIST COMPANIES. 


Mr. HOWELL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 


whether the cyclist companies which the 


new Volunteer regulations give authority 
to raise are to be in addition 
present authorised strength of Volunteer 
regiments, 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The cyclist com- 
panies can he either surplus to the 
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to the | 


Questions. 236 


existing establishment, or one of the 
existing companies can be converted into 
| a cyclist company. 
| 
| MARRIED VOLUNTEERS—SEPARA. 
TION ALLOWANCES. 
Mr. HOWELL: I beg to ask the 
| Under Secretary of State for War whether 
| some arrangement can be made whereby 
| married Volunteers may receive separation 
| allowance at the end of seven days in 
/camp, on condition that such allowance is 
returned if the full fourteen days are not 
served. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Such matters are 
| being left by the Secretary of State for 
| internal arrangement by the corps con- 
| cerned, 





CADET CORPS UNIFORMS. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : I 
‘beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can see his way to 
relaxing the requirements as to uniform 
in the case of cadet corps, so as to enable 
| the boys at the public schools to join such 
corps in larger numbers than the expense 
of providing such uniform will at present 
permit. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A most inexpensive 
uniform, consisting of a Norfolk jacket and 
trousers of a neutral tint, with slouch hat, 
has been approved, and the regulations 
are being amended accordingly. 


RIFLE CLUBS AND RANGES. 

Major RASCH: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for the Central Division of 
Sheffield, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what steps the Secretary 
of State is prepared to take to place the 
means of learning the use of the rifle 
within reach of the cottage of every man, 
and particularly what assistance may be 
counted upon by rifle clubs in the matter 
of ranges, rifles, and ammunition ; and if 
the appointment of an official or com- 
mittee charged to receive the proposals 
and advance the views in this direction 
of public bodies will be considered. 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State has consented to recognise rifle 
clubs affiliated under certain conditions 
|to the National Rifle Association. An 


‘issue of rifles and ammunition sufficient 
| for the purposes of practice will be made, 
| to such clubs. 
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INDIAN FAMINE—STATISTICS. | Mr. T. B. CURRAN: If the right 

CoLoNEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- | hon. Gentleman ascertains that the dele- 

Avon): I beg to ask the Secretary of gates are willing to come forward, will he 
State for India whether he can give the | facilitate matters ? 


House any information as to the progress arp J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
of the famine in India, and as to the) Gentleman asks me a hypothetical ques- 
necessity of further assistance to the Lord | dike T will’ waik hit the: acne 
Mayor’s Fund. : 


| arise. 
Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror) 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiton, Middlesex, | MALTA—PUBLIC MEETING 
Faling) : According to the latest telegram | ORDINANCE. 


there were 5,579,000 persons on the relief fp. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
works in India. This figure is slightly | Holmfirth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
lower than that of the previous week, but State for the Colonies whether he will lay 
the reduction must not be taken as indi. upon the Table an Ordinance passed in 
cating any general improvement in the Malta (No. XI. of 1898), to make some 
state of affairs, as it 18 probably bes.” to provisions relating to public meetings and 
the breaking up of some of the relief | 5 ..omblies. : i 
camps which have been visited by cholera. | 
In Madras and Mysore, however, the} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, sir. 
recent rain has caused a material improve- 
ment of the situation in those localities.| Gir, RUSSIAN RAILWAY CON- 
Elsewhere the position is unaltered. As | CESSIONS. 
regards the Mansion House and other : . ' : i ae 
similar funds, in 1897 more than half the) Sm E = ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
money contributed by charity was spent | (Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
in making advances to the cultivators to| Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
enable them to resume their livelihood, | Affairs whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
and the funds so raised were largely in| ment have any information to the effect 
excess of the response to the similar | that the Chinese Government have given 
appeal made during the present year. | permission to a Russian company or to 
The Government of India, as I explained | Russian subjects to build a railway direct 
ina reply to a question yesterday, are | to Pekin from Lake Baikal vid Kiakhta 
making provision to supplement this | and Mongolia. 
Rates yet birrrn br advances | Tye UNDER SECRETARY For 
ie ™ FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): We have received 
AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL | no confirmation of the rumour referred to. 
Pe a ga Mi HEAR DELEGATES | 
‘ROWN AGENTS—REMUNERAT 
_Mu T, B. CURRAN (Donegal, N.): fee cee 
eg to ask the Secretary of State for the cae ere Se nies 
Colonies whether the ‘Auatidiies: delegates Mr. GIBSON ate LES (Lynn Regis) 
have expressed a wish to be heard at the | I beg to ask the Under Secretary of Stave 
Bar of the House in support of views | for Foreign Affairs, is he aware that in 
they have expressed to him against the | 1878 | the stiles ab for the agency 
proposed amendments of Her Majesty’s | exercised by the Crown Agents for the 
Government ; whether he has intimated | Colonies in making purchases for Colonial 
any opinion to them in this connection ; | Governments amounted to less than one- 
and whether, if it is ascertained that they | (¥@rter per cent. on the sum disbursed 
have no objection to express their views by the Crown Agents ; is this the same 
at the Bar of the House, he would see his | "te of eee a still paid by 
way to facilitate that course. Colonial Governments to the Crown 
Agents for making such purchases ; and, 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror} if so, can he explain why Her Majesty’s 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | Government have agreed to pay to the 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir; no such wish | Crown Agents a commission of 1 per 
has been expressed to me by any of the| cent. on all stores ordered by them for 
Australian delegates. the Uganda Railway. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: The average cost of 
agency to which the hon. Member refers 
does not accrue merely from making 
purchases for Colonial Governments. It 
represents the average cost of the agency 
business of all kinds transacted by the 
Crown Agents, such as the issue and 
management of colonial loans, the control 
of sinking funds, general financial busi- 
ness, the supervision of public works, and 
the purchase of stores and materials. 
The Departmental charges which have 
been authorised by the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies for these services vary, 
but that for the supply of stores is 1 per 
cent. to all Colonial Governments and the 
Uganda Railway pays at the same rate. 


, VENEZUELAN ARBITRATION — 
ATTORNEY GENERAL’S FEES. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can explain why Sir Richard 
Webster as Attorney General received a 
fee of £2,585 for his services in the Vene- 
zuelan Arbitration in addition to his 
official salary of £7,000. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): Under the terms of the Treasury 
minute of 1895 the Law Officers of the 
Crown receive fixed salaries for all non- 
contentious business. For contentious 
business they are entitled to fees on the 
ordinary professional scale. The Vene- 
zuelan Arbitration was contentious busi- 
ness. 


Mr. COGHILL: Will the same treat- 
ment be extended to officers of the Army 
and Navy ? 


[No answer was given. | 


LAW OFFICERS’ FEES. 

Mr. COGHILIa: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the ‘Treasury whether, in 
view of the amounts of £17,264 and 
£11,844 received last year by the 
Attorney General and Solicitor General 
respectively, he will give the House an 
opportunity of discussing and fixing the 
amount of the remuneration to be paid to 
the new Attorney General and Solicitor 
General. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
E.) : The Vote on which such a discussion 
could be originated took place on 26th 
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Aprilt ; and it will be in the recollection 
of the House that the Attorney General 
gave full particulars of the remuneration 
of the Law Officers, and that statement,: 
apparently, was generally accepted by 
the Committee. 


Mr. COGHILL: Is there any reason 
why the Attorney General should be paid 
a salary three times as great as that of 
the Prime Minister 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the question. 


ISLE OF WIGHT FISHING 
— DAMAGE BY 
HOPPERS. 

Str CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
tion has been called to thi: alleged action 
of the hopper barges belonging to the 
Portsmouth Dockyard which tip their 
spoil near the Warner Lightship in the 
Solent and on the lobster grounds near 
the Isle of Wight, thereby destroying the 
breeding ground of fishes and the fishing 
grounds of the men engaged in taking 
them ; and whether, having regard to the 
anxiety of the Government to protect the 
fisheries of the United Kingdom, he will 
communicate with the Board of Admi- 
ralty with a view of preventing such 
destruction and damage, and will, if ne- 
cessary, insert a clause in the Sea 
Fisheries Bill enabling the Board of 
Admiralty or any other public body, as 
well as fishermen, to be fined for the use- 
less destruction and damage of fish. 


THE PRESIDENT or Tur BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcniz, Croydon): My 
attention has not been drawn to the 
deposits of spoil complained of by the 
hon. Member. I am advised, however, 
that the sites of these deposits are a long 
way from the lobster grounds near the 
Isle of Wight, and that the deposits are 
made in places where the fishing industry 
is not affected. 


GROUNDS 
PORTSMOUTH 


S.S. “MEXICAN ”—NATIONALITY OF 
THE CREW. 

Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he has received any report 
as to the conduct and nationality of the 
crew of the steamship “ Mexican ” at the 

“+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxxxii., page 26. 
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time of her recent collision with the 
steamship “ Wingfield” in South African 
waters. 


: Mr. RITCHIE: I have not yet re- 
ceived the report of the Court of Inquiry 
in the case of the “ Mexican,” and I am 
unable therefore to say anything at 
present as to the conduct of the crew at 
the time of the recent casualty. As 
regards the nationality of the crew, out 
of atotal of 150, six were foreigners, anc 
these were all employed in the steward’s 
department. 






RAILWAY SEASON TICKET 
CONDITIONS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
Metropolitan Railway Company imposes 
on the holders of season tickets conditions 
to the effect that the company are not to 
be held accountable for any stoppage, 
hindrance, or delay of the trains, whether 
arising from negligence, accident, or any 
other cause ; and, will he state whether 
any bye-law of the company which has 
received the sanction of the Board of 
Trade entitles the company to enforce 
these terms as conditional on the issue of 
season tickets. 


Mr. RITCHIE; I understand that 
such a condition as that stated in the 
hon. Member’s question is attached to the 
issue of season tickets by the railway 
company referred to. The issue of such 
tickets at reduced rates is, however, a 
purely voluntary proceeding on the part 
of the railway companies, and the terms 
upon which they are issued are therefore 
a matter of arrangement between the 
companies and their customers. The 
railway bye-laws have no bearing upon 
the subject. 


PAUPER IMBECILES AND 
EPILEPTICS. 

Sir U. KAY - SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board in reference to the Report of the 
Select Committee on the Cottage Homes 
Bill, and their recommendation that it 
should be the duty of the county councils 
to provide suitable accommodation in 
separate institutions for the proper treat- 

ment of all pauper imbeciles and epilep- 
| tics, whether a Government Bill has been 
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prepared dealing with this point, so as 
not only to make room for better classifi- 
cation in workhouses, but also to obviate 
discomfort to the aged poor in the smaller 
workhouses ; whether this is the same 
Bill, or part of the same Bill, which he 
has informed the House has not been 
| brought in because of the other heavy 
| demands on Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer ; and whether he can give the 
| House any assurance that the Govern- 
|ment will take an early opportunity of 
| proposing such measures as are needed to 
| give effect to some, at least, of the recom- 
|mendations of the Cottage Homes 
| Committee. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPtin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : The Bill to which 
I referred in reply to a question from the 
hon. Member for the Tyneside Division 
of Northumberland ‘on the 10th instant, t 
is the only Bill I have considered in con- 
nection with this question, and [ cannot 
hold out any hope that I shall be able to 
introduce another Bill on the same sub- 
ject during this session. The object 
which I had in view is accurately stated 
in the question of the right hon. Baronet, 
but I think he will see that I cannot say 
more with regard to a measure which is 
not before us, and which, indeed, is not 
at present to be introduced. 





CHIEF INSPECTOR OF FACTORIES— 
REPORT FOR 1899. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department when the annual Report of 
the Chief Inspector of Factories for 1899 
is likely to be in the hands of 
Members. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ripey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I am informed that the Report is in the 
hands of the printers, and that the 
Inspector is revising the proofs, so that 
its publication will not be long delayed. 


CENSUS—PAY OF ENUMERATORS. 


Mr. H. P. PEASE (Darlington) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of increasing the remuneration granted to 
the registrars and enumerators for 





+See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxxxii., page 1248. 
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performing the work of taking the Census, 
seeing that Dr. Ogle, chief statistician, 
in his evidence before the Treasury 
Committee (Census, 1891), stated that 
the pay of the enumerators was not more 
than that of a labourer, and seeing that 
the present scale of remuneration was 
fixed thirty years ago, when the 
general rate of wages was at least 25 per 
cent. lower than that ruling at present. 


Mr. HANBURY : The question of the 
proper payment to be made for taking 
the next census is being fully considered. 


Questions. 


KHAKI-COLOU RED CLOTHES IN 
GAOLS. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, whether 
he will discontinue the use of khaki- 
coloured clothes for prisoners under his 
control. 


*Si M. WHITE RIDLEY: No, Sir, | 


I cannot see any adequate reason to do 
this. 


LORDS OF APPEAL—ENGLISH, 
SCOTCH, AND IRISH APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrin, N.): 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if there is any arrangement or | 
understanding, or practice supported by | 
sufficient precedent, under which the 
legal appellate tribunal of the House of 
Lords shall contain at least one member 
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of the Scottish Bar; or whether such | 


tribunal, in hearing Scotch and _ Irish | 
appeals, may be exclusively composed of | 
members of the English Bar who have | 


never practised in Scotch or Irish Courts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that there | 
is no standing order on this question ; | 
but I believe as a matter of fact there is 
always, or almost always, a Scotch Judge 
of Appeal sitting upon Scottish appeal 
cases. That is certainly a desirable state 
of things, because, as my hon. friend is 
aware, Scottish law is different from 
English law. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: May I re- | 


spectfully point out that the First Lord | 
has not answered my question? I did | 
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arrangement means common practice ; 


but there is no understanding that I am. 


aware of. My hon. friend asks whether 
the practice is supported by sufficient 
precedent. I do not know what that 
means. As the hon. Gentleman will see, 
I am in a difficulty, and 1 cannot give 
him a more precise answer than the one J 
have given. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY AND CONGESTED 
DISTRICT BOARDS’ REPORTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, if he will state when the 
Reports of the Fishery Board for Secot- 
land, the Local Government Board for 
Scotland, and the Congésted Districts 
Board for Scotland will be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A, 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed that the Local Government 
Board and the Congested Districts Board 
expect to present their annual Reports 
to Parliament next week. The annual 
xeport (Part I. General Report) of the 
Fishery Board has already been pre- 
sented, and will shortly be circulated to 
Members. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
SALARIES. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has observed the resolution proposed by 
Mr. W. H. Boyle (Gilford), at the Annual 
Congress of the National Teachers of 
Ireland, recently held in Derry, suggest- 
ing that now on the rearrangement of 
the salaries of Irish National teachers 
arrangements should be made to abolish 
the disparity between the incomes of 
teachers in non contributory and _ contri- 
butory unions; and whether he will 
restore that uniformity which formerly 
existed, and whether arrangements have 
been or will be made with the Treasury 
to give effect to that suggestion. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY _ ror 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I tried to : 
interpret the rather vague phrases of my 
hon. friend. There is an arrangement, if | 





not ask was there a standing order, but | IRELAND (Mr. G. W. BALrour, Leeds, 
whether there was any arrangement, or | Central): For the future, existing teachers 
understanding, or practice supported by | of National Schools in Unions that have 
suflicient precedent. hitherto been contributory will have in- 
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In the case of future 
teachers no disparity will exist. 


COUNTY eit yg SUB-COMMISSION 
. DAVIDSON 

Mr. M‘ CARTAN (Down, 3): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland will he explain on 
what grounds Mr. Davidson, a member of 
the County Antrim Sub- Commission, has 
been dismissed or transferred to another 
district ; and whether he is aware that 
Mr. Davidson was reputed to be a prac- 
tical farmer and a thorough judge of the 
value of an agricultural holding, and that 
this apprehended transfer has caused dis- 
satisfaction among the farmers of the 
county of Antrim. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Land 
Commission has an absolute discretion 
under the Land Acts as to the districts in 
which it will from time to time delegate 
cases to Assistant Commissioners for 
hearing and decision, and in the exercise 
of that discretion it recently changed the 
districts of several Assistant Commis- 
sioners, amongst others that of Mr. 
Davidson. I have no reason to doubt the 
accuracy of the statement as to Mr. 
Davidson’s qualifications, and I have no 
information respecting the alleged dis- 
satisfaction caused by his transfer to 
another district. 


IRISH RAILWAYS AND CANALS—| 
VICEREGAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): [| 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 

lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


can state what the intentions of the Irish | 


Government are with respect to the. 
appointment of a Viceregal Commission 
to inquire into the Irish railway ques- 
tion. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): 
Ibeg at the same time to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, whether heis aware that petitions 
lave been presented from every county 
and urban district council in Ireland to 
the Lord Lieutenant, asking that a Vice- 
regal Commission be appointed to inquire 
into the working of railways and canals 
in Ireland ; and : as, up to the present, no 
reply has been received from the Lord 
lieutenant, whether the question has 
been considered ; and, if so, can he say 
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: duded in their income from State sources 
| the amount of the contributions votec by 
“the Unions. 
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whether a Viceregal or any other com- 
mission will be appointed to consider the 
question. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In answer to 
these questions I have to say that 
numerous petitions have been received 
asking for the appointment of a Vice- 
regal Commission to inquire into the 
working of railways and canals in Ireland. 
The matter has received the most careful 
consideration of the Irish Government, 
but I regret to say that we have been 
| unable to arrive at a conclusion favourable 
to the request of the petitioners. The 
Government are not prepared to refer to 
another Commission, whether Royal or 
Viceregal, a general inquiry involving 
such questions as the purchase of Irish 
railways by the State, or their compulsory 
amalgamation, subject to control by a 
public Department, or the cheapening of 
carriage by rail in Ireland at the expense 
of the National Exchequer. As regards 
less ambitious expedients for dealing with 
the evils complained of, such as a fresh 
revision of maximum rates and charges, 
it must be remembered that new 
schedules of maxima were determined 
by Provisional Order in 1892 and 
accepted without objection by the Irish 
traders. A Select Committee of the 
House of Commons was appointed a year 
later to consider whether it was desir- 
able to adopt any other than the then 
existing means of settling differences 
arising between the companies and the 
| public with respect to the rates and con- 
ditions of charge for the conveyance of 
| goods. This inquiry, which extended to 
| the Irish railways, was followed by legis- 
lation increasing the powers of the Rail- 
way Commissioners; but Irish traders 
‘have made comparatively little use of 
| their right of appeal either to the Rail- 
way Commissioners or to the Board of 
Trade. This may be due to the ex- 
penses involved in the appeal to the 
Railway Commissioners. The Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) 
Act of last year gave, however, to the 
Department of Agriculture i in that country 
the power which no English or Scottish 
Government possesses, of taking a case 
before the Railway Commissioners and 
paying the expenses incurred. Until it 
has been seen how the provisions of this 
Act work there would appear to be no 
sufficient ground for opening a fresh 
inquiry into the rates and charges on 
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Irish railways ; but, even were it other- 
wise, I doubt whether a Viceregal 
Commission would be the most suitable 
body to undertake such inquiry. 
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PROCEDURE OF THE HOUSE—BLOCK- 
ING NOTICES —MR. DUNCOMBE’S 
NOTICE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether a telegram has been 
sent to the hon. Member for West Cum- 
berland with the view to the withdrawal 
of his notice of motion as to the terms of 
settlement of the war in South Africa; 
and whether a reply has been received, 
and, if so, to what effect. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; not 
only one, but I believe two telegrams 
have been sent on this subject, but no 
reply has yet been received. 


NEW WRIT. 


For the Borough of Manchester (South 
Division), in the room of the Right Hon. 
John Douglas Sutherland Campbell, com- 
monly called Marquess of Lorne, now Duke 
of Argyll, called up to the House of Peers. 
—(Sir William Walrond.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HALSEy reported from the Com- | 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. | 
Crombie ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


Mr. HA.sey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, the 
following Fifteen Members in respect of | 
the Borough Funds Bill :—Mr. William | 
Allan (Gateshead), Mr. Banbury, Mr. 
Carvill, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Doughty, 
Sir Samuel Hoare, Mr. Brynmor Jones, | 
Mr. William Moore, Mr. Palmer, Colonel | 
Pilkington, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. J. Samuel, Mr. Charles 


Shaw, and Mr. Tomlinson. 


Mr. Hatsky further reported from the | 


Committtee of Selection, That they had | free hand as they are able to deal wit 
discharged the following Members from | the moneys annually voted by Parlisj 
Standing Committee 


the 
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on. Trade | ment. 
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(including Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures :—Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, Mr. Cohen, Sir Regi- 
nald Hanson, Mr. Wolff, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. Kemp, Sir Charles Dalrymple, 
and Mr. Ritchie; and had appointed in 
substitution: Mr. Victor Cavendish, 
Captain Bethel, Colonel Milward, Mr, 
Abel Smith, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Monek- 
ton, Sir Charles Welby, snd Mr. Grant 


Education. 


! Lawson. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


LAND CHARGES BILL [Lords]. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., with Amendments. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 178.] |: 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
178.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing Con- 
mittee), to be considered on Friday, and 
to be printed. [Bill 208.} 





IRISH EDUCATION. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY for 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Barour, Leeds, 
Central): I have to ask for leave to 
bring in a Bill to amend Section 18 of the 
Irish Education Act, 1892. The Com. 
missioners of National Education in 
Ireland have in hand the reorganisation 
of the system of payment of the teaching 
staffs in the National schools. The public 
funds which they have at present at their 
disposal for the payment of teachers are, 
first, the money voted annually by the 
House, but not under any particular Act 
of Parliament ; and, secondly, the school 


| grants voted under the Education Act oi 


1892. With regard to the money no 
voted by any special Act, it is open to 


'the Commissioners and the Treasury to 
-make such arrangements as they think 
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| best for the administration of such funds 


but the distribution of the school grants 


‘is determined by the fourth schedule d 
the Act of i892. 
‘to do is to repeal that schedule in order 
| to enable the Commissioners to deal with 


What the Bill proposes 


the school grants with exactly the sam 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I only 
desire to say a few words. I do not 
intend to discuss the Bill, which is an 
extremely simple one, but I hope that on 
the Second Reading, or on the Education 


Vote, an opportunity will be given ‘for | 


the discussion of the new rules which are 
now being drafted by the Commissioners 
of Education. 


Bill to amend Section 18 of the Irish 
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and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 210.] . 


PUBLIC WORSHIP REGULATION ACT 
(1874) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Public Worship 
Regulation Act, 1874, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Henry David Greene, 
Mr. Radcliffe Cooke, and Mr. Brynmor 





Education Act, 1892, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. | 
Attorney General for Ireland, and Mr. | 
Horace Plunkett. 


IRISH EDUCATION BILL. 


Jones. 


|; PUBLIC WORSHIP REGULATION ACT 


(1874) AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Public Worship Regu- 


| lation Act, 1874,” presented, and read the 


“To amend Section 18 of the Irish | first time ; to be read a second time upon 


Education Act, 1892,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read. a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 209.| 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND.) 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: FI next have 
toask for leave to introduce a Bill to 
amend the. law relating to intermediate 
education in Ireland. The object of the 
Bill is to give effect to the recommenda- 
tions made in the Report of the Inter- 
mediate Commissioners last year. It is 
not intended to alter the Intermediate 
Education Act of 1878, but rather to 
supplement it. The Commissioners ask 
for powers, which they do not possess 
under that Act, to use the funds at their 
disposal in the manner recommended by 
the Viceregal Commission on _Inter- 
mediate Education. 

Mr. DILLON : Will the changes pro- 
posed to be carried out by the Inter- 
mediate Education Commissioners be 
submitted while the Bill is before 
Parliament ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot give 


Wednesday, 23rd May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 211.] 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 
*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 
Bristol, W.): Last year the attention of 
|the House was on_ several occasions 
directed from various points of view 
to the position of savings banks funds in 
this country. These funds now amount 
to an enormous sum—no less than 
£183,000,000—and are held on behalf of 
the Government by the National Debt 
Commissioners. As hon. (Gentlemen 
are aware, interest is paid on deposits 
in the Post Office Savings Bank 
at the rate of 2} per cent. and by 
the National Debt Commissicners to 
the trustee savings banks at the rate of 
2? per cent. The law provides that 
those deposits can only be invested by 
the National Debt Commissioners in 
Government funds. That works very 
well so long as Government funds 
can be bought to bear the same 
rate of interest as by law is paid to de- 





apledge on that point; but no change 
can be introduced except by rules, and 
the Bill provides that the rules shall be 
laid before the two Houses of Parliament 
before they take effect. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Intermediate Education in Ireland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
and Mr. Horace Plunkett. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to Inter- 
mediate Education in Ireland,” presented, 





positors, plus the expenses of manage- 
ment ; but since the beginning of 1894 I 
am sorry to say the system has not 
worked by any means satisfactorily. No 
less than £61,000,000 of deposits have 
been placed in the Post Office Savings 
Bank and in the trustee savings banks 
beyond the amount that existed in those 
banks at the commencement of 1894, and 
ever since that date and up to within the 
last few months it has been necessary 
for that vast sum to be invested in 
Government securities paying a less rate 
of interest than by law is paid to the 
depositors for whom the money is in- 


K 2 





251 Savings Banks and 


vested. The result has been that in the 
course of the present year it has been 
my duty to obtain from Parliament a 
Vote for £38,000 to make up the de- 
ficiency in the income of the trustee 
savings bank fund, and £11,000 to make 
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cent. can be obtained we still have to pay 
2} per cent. Therefore, what I propose 
is that the rate of interest paid to de- 
positors should vary within reasonable 
limits, according to the rate which their 
money can earn. The Bill I now ask 


up the deficiency in the Post Office | leave to introduce provides that towards 
Savings Bank fund. Further, the capital | the close of each year an estimate shall 
account of both funds taken to-| be made of the probable earnings of the 
gether shows at present, if the securities | capital of each of the two savings banks’ 
are valued at par, but a very small, and, | funds respectively in the ensuing year 
I fear, a decreasing, surplus as compared | and of the probable rate of interest 
with the liabilities. It has been practi-| which those earnings would pay to 
cally universally accepted that this state of | depositors. On these estimates the 
things is unsatisfactory. For the moment | Treasury will determine the rate of 
the financial situation has been relieved | interest to be paid, to the nearest 
by the great fallin Government securities | multiple of one-eighth in the pound ; and 
since the middle of last year; but I do | notices will be published of any change 
not expect, and I do not think any of us| in the rate of interest at least a month 
can expect, that that will be permanent ; | before it is made. As the rate of interest 
and, further, in 1903 there must be a} to be paid ought always to be so cal- 
considerable loss of income to the savings | culated as to leave a slight margin of 
banks funds owing to the fact that of the | surplus income, a reserve fund would be 
£183,000,000 standing to their credit, | gradually built up to provide against 
no less than £86,000,000 are invested in | depreciation of the securities, and this 
Consols, and in that year the rate .of | might with care be utilised to some extent 
interest in Consols will be reduced auto-| to make up any deficiency of income 
matically by a quarter per cent., while, | arising from a mistaken estimate. I pro- 





in addition to the sum of £86,000,000, 
a further sum of £20,000,000 Consols 
has been cancelled for terminable annui- 
ties, the interest on which will also be 
reduced, so that che savings banks funds 
will lose as a whole, at that date, an in- 
come of £270,000 a year. Some have 
suggested—and I think I was among the 
number—that the proper way to meet this 
difficulty was by reducing the legal rate 
of interest payable to depositors in the 
savings banks ; others have suggested that 
it might be met by extending the area of 
investment, so as to enable the National 
Debt Commissioners to invest these funds 
in less safe securities than those in which 
they are at present invested on behalf of 
the State. I have considered this ques- 
tion carefully, and in my opinion the 
existing system does not rest on a sound 
basis, because the legal rate of interest 
paid to depositors does not bear any 
necessary relation to the rate of interest 
which these deposits can earn. I do not 
think this is fair to the depositor or to 
the State, because, if, as has happened in 
the past, Government securities fall so 
low as to be purchasable to pay three per 
cent. or four per cent. or more, the depo- 
sitor does not under the present system get 
more than 2} per cent. for his money ; 


while, on the other hand, if only 14 per | 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


pose that this new system should not 
begin until 1903, so as to give ample 
notice to existing depositors of the change. 
As the income of the trustee savings 
banks fund is in a less favourable position 
than that of the Post Office funds, I pro- 
pose to credit the trustee savings banks 
with the income of certain securities pur- 
chased by an annuity which was set up 
in 1880 to replace their lost capital, and 
to extend that annuity from 1908 to 
1914, so as to secure, as was originally 
intended, the solvency of their capital ac- 
count. The Bill, like previous legislation 
onthesubject, applies to deposits of friendly 
societies also, but those societies which are 
entitled to a privileged rate of interest on 
assurances made before 1888 will retain 
that privilege fully. I also propose some 
minor amendments in the law relating 
to trustee savings banks, which have been 
recommended by the inspection com- 
mittee. I need only say, in conclusion, 
that I recognise fully the extreme difficulty 
of this subject. I have no desire whatever 
to press my proposals by any party majo- 
rity. What is principally necessary is that 





the House should realise the necessity of 
some change in the present position, and 
while I submit these proposals to the House 
I shall be most ready to consider any 
suggestions that might be made of another 
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kind, which, in the opinion of hon. | working people. The State is the only 
Members, may be more satisfactory to) bank in which many of the people will 
the public. I propose to introduce the | deposit their savings, and if their confi- 
Bill now and to give ample time before | dence in the State is disturbed the thrift 
the Second Reading, when I hope there | which has been growing up among the 
may be a useful discussion on its pro-| workers for the last thirty years will be 





yisions. JI can assure the House that it is 


and, on the other hand, to secure the tax- 
payer against being placed in a position 
of subsidizing the savings banks as if they 
were charitable institutions rather than 
the independent institution which they 
ought to be. I beg to move. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to introduce a Bill 
toamend the Law with respect to the 
rate of interest payable on deposits in the 
Post Office Savings Bank, and on money 


invested with the National Debt Com- 
missioners on behalf of Trustee Savings | 


Banks and Friendly Societies, and for 
other purposes connected with Trustee 


Exchequer.) 


hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will give a very considerable time between 
now and the Second Reading of the 
measure he has just asked leave to intro- 
duce. I can scarcely conceive anything 


more disastrous to thrift and providence | 


on the part of the people than the scheme 


outlined by the right hon. Gentleman. | 


The only comforting words in his state- 
ment were that he recognised that it will 
disturb, if not to a large extent destroy, 
the providence of the present day, and 
cause great consternation amongst de- 
positors. 

Si M. HICKS BEACH: 
say 80. 

Mr. BROADHURST: Well, I think 
so, and that is sufficient for me. Iam 
certain that the class of people who 
deposit portions of their wages with the 
Post Office will be considerably alarmed 
by the proposal, and I cannot conceive 
anything more likely to alarm them than 
this sliding-scale scheme under which the 
interest is to be reckoned a month before 
the end of the year. I do hope that the 
burden of any readjustment of finance 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
may find necessary in consequence of the 
large expenditure of the Government will 
not be visited upon the heads of the 


I did not 


| shaken to its foundations. 


my desire, on the one hand, to do nothing | 
that may discourage providence and thrift, | 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to amend the Law with respect to 
the rate of interest payable on deposits 
in the Post Office Savings Bank, and on 


/money invested with the National Debt 


Commissioners on behalf of Trustee 


|Savings Banks and Friendly Societies, 


and for other purposes connected with 
Trustee Savings Banks, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer and Mr. Hanbury. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND _ FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES BILL. 
“To amend the Law with respect to 


the rate of interest payable on deposits 


‘ag ora 3 ‘in the Post Office Savings Bank, and on 
Savings Banks.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the , money invested with the National Debt 


' Commissioners on 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): [| 


behalf of Trustee 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies, 
and for other purposes connected with 
Trustee Savings Banks,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed, [Bill 212.] 


ARCHITECTS’ REGISTRATION. 


Bill to provide for the Registration of 
Architects, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir William Codding- 
ton, Mr. Maurice Healy, and Mr. Price. 


ARCHITECTS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

“'To provide for the Registration of 
Architects,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
213.] 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Houston be discharged from 
the Select Committee on War Office Con- 
tracts ; that Colonel Mellor be added to 
the said Committee.” — (Sir William 
Walrond.) 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I will not occupy the attention of 
the House for more than a very few 
minutes, but I think I am justified in 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member began by opposing the 
is that he should be taken off ; I want to | motion. 


asking how this Gentleman came to be 
proposed on the Committee. The motion 


know how he came to be ;ut on. I can- | ‘ : 
not say anything in the slightest degree, Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May Igive 
disparaging of the right hon. Gentleman | Way to my hon. friend the Member for 
who moved this motion on the part of | King’s Lynn ? 

the Government, because he gave me to-| *\Jfp SPEAKER: No 

day something I am quite unaccustomed ee ES 

to receiving from the Treasury Bench,; Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then I 
namely, a straight answer. I asked | niust technically oppose the motion. 
whether he was aware when henominated | ,, “ ‘ 

this gentleman to serve on the Committee | Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, Member 
that he was the head of a firm which had | C#22°t do thatnow. He would be trifling 
extensive contracts with the Government, with the rules of the House. 

and he said -he was not aware. I think Question put, and agreed to. 


we are justified as a mere matter of r 
Parliamentary etiquette, when gentlemen | Ordered, That Mr. Houston be dis- 
charged from the Select Committee on 


are nominated on Committees--— 
War Office Contracts. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now proceeding to dis- | Ordered, That Colonel Mellor be added 
cuss a different question altogether from | to the said Committee.—(Sir William 
that on the paper. The question is | Walrond.) 
whether Mr. Houston should be dis- | 
charged from the Select Committee on | >TTOTAT [IT rg 
War Contracts ; the hon. Member is pro- BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


ceeding to discuss the question whether cere onda 
Mr. Houston ought ever to have been THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 


put on that Committee. I would also) SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
point out to the hon. Member that [I E.), who had the following notice of 
am obliged strictly to enforce relevance, motion on the Paper — 

and to prevent him making any in-|  pasiness of the House (Housing of the 
direct attack upon the hon. Member | Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill) 
for Toxteth Division upon this occasion, | —That the Order for resuming the Adjourned 


because it is one upon which it is quite | Debate on the Second Reading of the Housing 
cons the hon, Hember will have no | ate ovkng Clas Act, 60), Ane 
opportunity “of replying to the remarks | Notices of Motion and the other Orders of the 
which may be made. Day 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [ must. said: The House is aware of the circun- 
accept your ruling, and I accept it as I) stances under which I originally placed 
accept all your rulings—with alacrity and this motion on the Paper. I then enter- 
willingness. I think I might give, | tained the hope that the motion might be 
without in the slightest degree making disposed of before five o’clock, and that 
any attack on the hon. Gentleman, we might have sufficient time to con- 
some admirable reasons for supporting | clude the debate on the Housing of the 
the Government in taking the hon. Mem- Working Classes Bill, and also to give an 
ber off this Committee. opportunity to private Members to pro- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Stand-| ¢®¢ with their resolutions. It is, how- 
ing Order 16 provides that the question | °V®® otherwise ordained, and the time 
must be put after a brief explanatory state- | has approached half-past eight before I 
ment from the hon. Member moving and | have had an opportunity of moving. — 
the hon. Member opposing the motion. the motion itself might perhaps be dis- 
The hon. Member now says he proposes cussed at considerable length, the amount 
to support and not oppose the motion ; of time the Government measure would 
therefore I am afraid he has no locus standi.. S40 would be extremely limited, and 

therefore I think it is hardly worth while 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): raising any controversy as to how the 
I am the hon. Member who opposes the dregs of this evening should be spent. 
motion, Sir. Under these circumstances I do not pro- 
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he 
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Plumbers’ 


to make the motion which stands in | 

my name on the Paper. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): | 
DoI understand the First Lord of the 

Treasury to say that private Members’ | 

motions will now be able to come on ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That follows as a 
matter of course. 


—+- 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION. 
[RESOLUTION. ] 

*Mn, LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
[ desit'e to call the attention of the House 
once more to this subject, in which I have 
taken considerable interest during the 
past nine or ten years I have been in 
Parliament—namely, the subject of the 
registration of plumbers.t The proposal 
for a national registration of plumbers 
was made, I believe, for the first time at the 
Congress of Health held in Londonin 1884, 
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and that was followed by a request to | 
Y, q ' plumbers to select (when thev desired to 


apublic body to deal with the matter. 


That public body was the Worshipful | 


Company of Plumbers. 


ward to assist those who were associated | 


with them not merely in name, but 
in fact. Then there was the Con- 
gress of Hygiene in 1891, and a 
resolution was passed at that Congress 
relating to this subject. That resolution, 
which was moved by the Lord Provost of 
Edinburgh, seconded by the chairman of 
the Health Committee of Glasgow, and 
supported by the Mayor of Manchester | 
and by the medical officer of Dublin, was | 
as follows— 

“That this special meeting of the Inter- 
national Congress of Hygiene, assembled to 
consider the necessity for securing the greaten 
sanitary efficiency of the plumbers’ work and 
drainage of dwelling-houses and other build- 
ings, desires to record its opinion that an 
organised and efficient system of registration 
of qualified plumbers is essential to the pro- 
tection and preservation of the health of the 
community, and that the time has now 
arrived when application should be made to 
Parliament for powers enabling a council of | 


t+ The following is a complete list of Han- 
sard references to this subject :—Plumbers’ | 
Registration Bill, 1892, see The Parliamentary 
Debates [Fourth Series], Vols. i.. ii., and iii. ; 
Plumbers’ Registration Bill, 1893, Vols. viii., 
xii., xiii., xiv., and xv.; Plumbers’ Registration 
Bill, 1894, Vols. xxii., xxiii, and xxviii. ; 
Plumbers’ Registration Bill, 1895, Vols. xxx., | 
xxxi., and xxxiii.; Plumbers’ Registration Bill, | 
1896, Vols. xxxvii., xxxviii., and xxxix. ; | 





Swng Registration Bill, 1897, Vols. xlv., ; 
ylviii., xlix., and 1. ; Registration of Plumbers | ; aL: x 
Bill, 1898, Vols. lv. and Ivi. ; Plumbers’ Regis- | here, too, a photograph which shows a 


tration, Resolution, 1899, Vol. Ixxii. 
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They came for- | 
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competent jurisdiction and authority to take 


Registration. 


| measures for systematically promoting techni- 


cal education among plumbers in all parts of 
the United Kingdom.’ 

The Government of the day were ap- 
proached, and the Local Government 


Board suggested a Private Member’s Bill, 


and I was asked to take charge of the 
Bill. A Bill on the subject was intro- 
duced in 1892, and the names on the back 
of it represented all parties in the House 
and all parts of the United Kingdom. 
The names on the back of the Bill were 
Mr. A. H. D. Acland, Sir Algernon 
Borthwick, Lord Compton, Mr. W. 


'H. Cross, Mr. Dixon, Dr. Farquharson, 
' Mr. Bowen Rowlands, Mr. Sexton, and 


myself. Of those nine only two are now 


‘left in the House, the rest having been 


taken away either by retirement, death, 
or the peerage. The Bill which was 
then introduced had for its object to 
afford additional safeguards to the public 
health by enabling persons employing 


do so) persons who had given evidence of 
| their qualification for plumbers’ work. The 
| Bill did not contemplate any monopoly, 
| and it did not interfere with the rights of 
non-registered plumbers. It prohibited, 
however, such plumbers from represent- 
ing themselves to be registered. That 
Bill was read a second time and referred 
to a Select Committee. Again, the mem- 
bers of that Committee will be interesting 
to the House. They were: Mr. Gainsford 
Bruce, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Samuel Evans, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. 
Isaacs, Mr. Kimber, Mr. Lafone, Mr. 


|John Maden, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Powell, 


Mr. Taylor, and myself, and of those 
thirteen, six only remain in the House. 
ividence was taken, and the Select Com- 
mittee reported unanimously in favour of 
the Bill. If any hon. Members will turn 


‘to that Report they will see much 


interesting evidence. We had practical 
plumbers before us, who brought us illus- 


| trations of scamped work. For instance, 


we had the evidence of one plumber who 
showed us a dummy zinc soil-pipe wh'ch 
was put into a house rented at £40 a 
year, and this pipe was put in to imitate 
a lead soil-pipe. It was of the same 
strength as that with which packing 
cases are lined, was as thin as brown 
paper, and perforated with sewer gas. 
Then we had an imitation wiped joint, 
made of putty to imitate lead. I have 


| section of a lead soil-pipe taken from a 
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house in Wales used as a ladies’ school. 
The patch shown on the side of the pipe 
was tied on with copper wire, and the old 
soldered seam is open. A fever broke 
out in the school, and the medical officer 
discovered this scamped work. These 
are illustrations of some of the evidence 
which was placed before that Committee. 
One of the main outcries against this pro- 
posed registration is the outery of mono- 
poly. But there is no idea of monopoly 
in the proposals we make to the House. 
What we really want is that plumbers 
should be granted something in the nature 

-as I have described before in the House 
—of a university degree, that they should 
be granted sucha certificateas will be a sign 
of practical and theoretical knowledge. 
There will be no compulsion at all for 
plumbers to undergo any examination for 
certificates ; there will be no compulsion 
on the public to employ certificated 
plumbers. Further than that, we do not 
wish for any interference with existing 
rights. We want to safeguard those men 


who are now in business as plumbers just | 


in the same way as men under similar 


conditions have been safeguarded in other | 


Acts of Parliament. For instance, I can 
give precedents for registration. Apothe- 
caries registered in 1815, solicitors in 
1843, pharmaceutical chemists in 1852, 
the General Medical Council in 
1858, dentists in 1878, veterinary 
surgeons in 1881, and marine engineers 
are registered under the Board of Trade. 
Further, when we come to a later date, 
the qualifications of medical officers of 
health and the qualification and certifi- 
cation of sanitary inspectors have been 
provided for under the Public Health 
(London) Act of 1891. We have prece- 
dents of legislation for registration even 
in this session in a Bill before the 
House, and, in fact, only today was 
a Biil introduced into the House 
having in view the object of registration. 
I do not wish to weary the House, but 
there are one or two quotations which I 
think it is my duty to bring before hon. 
Members. I will not quote the President 
of the Local Government Board, nor will 
I quote the Parliamentary Secretary who 
has taken a great and keen interest in 
this matter. The late President of the 
Local Government Board, who is now 
President of the Board of Trade, ad- 
dressing a deputation, said— 


{COMMONS} 


and ae which undoubtedly exist, is 
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owing to defective sanitary arrangements,” 


I have other quotations from different 
parts of the country. J have a quotation 
from a speech made by the medical officer 
of health for Marylebone, Dr. Wynter 
Blyth. He said— 


“In Marylebone we are about to obtain a 
| constant water supply, and we may expect that 
|in a few months a hundred thousand people 
| will be more or less at the mercy of the 
| plumbers. It may be taken asa principle that 
| directly you elevate a trade and give it facili- 
| ties for education the more you do good to 
that trade and to the whole community.” 


| Then there is Dr. Vacher, medical officer 
for Birkenhead, who says— 


“ We find that plumbers who are entrusted 
| to do work do it in a way which makes it 
perfectly manifest to us that they are inade- 
quately trained for the performance of such 
work. We find also that the public want 
some way by which they may be able to recog- 
nise good workmen.” 





In a public meeting in the Manchester 
Town Hall an ex-Lord Mayor of Man- 
| chester said— 





“No body of workmen engaged in the con- 
| struction of dwelling-houses can through their 
ignorance or carelessness inflict so much injury 
on the public health or cause so much loss and 
| inconvenience to the householder as plumbers. 
| The length of time a man has been in the 

trade is no guarantee of his efficiency, and the 
| careful technical examination is the only test 

which will satisfy the requirements of public 
| comfort and avert the existing dangers to the 
public health.” 


Then: Edinburgh. I am reading the 
opinions of representative men from all 
parts of the United Kingdom. Dr. 
Littlejohn, medical officer for Edinburgh, 
said— 

“The public want to know when they em- 
P a 
| ploy a man that they are dealing with one 
| who is competent to undertake the alterations 
necessary for the proper sanitary condition of 
their houses. If the system of registration is 
carried out the public will have the satisfaction 
they require. It is only by the national 
| Registration System that plumbers will be 
| able to effect this and assert their position.” 


a si, 
Then: Glasgow. Ex-Bailie Crawford, 








chairman of the health committee of 
the City of Glasgow, said— 
“4 . . @ recognition of the fact that 


the increasing of the technical skill and the 
raising of the trade morale are the best ways 
of securing public safety and public health. 
That is the philosophy of the registration 
| movement.” 


| If I go to Ireland—and I recognise the 
valuable help of the hon. Member for 


| T ° ee ° ar 12 
“TI feel that very many of the diseases from | West Limerick in this question—Sir 


which we suffer, and much of the inconvenience | Charles Cameron, medical officer , for 
Mr. Lees Knowles. 
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Dublin, reported to the public health 
committee as follows— 

“With regard to the registration of 

lumbers, Iam strongly in favour of such a 
step being taken. I am aware that much of | 
the plumbing in Dublin is done by persons | 
who have not been brought up as plumbers. I[t | 
is most desirable that persons who profess to 
be plumbers should be tested as to their com- | 
petency to do the work of a plumber.” 

Then : Cardiff. Lord Aberdare, speaking 
when distributing certificates of registra- 
tion to master and operative plumbers, | 
said— 

“Tam quite sure the effect of this move- | 
ment will be that instead of the plumber being 
ashe has been in past times, a by-word in | 
men’s mouths for scamping his work, he will 
be distinguished for doing his work in a mas- 
terly manner, the equal, if not the superior, of 
any other trade.” 

Those are quotations from eminent men, 
men whose qualifications to speak will 
be recognised by the House, and from all 
parts of the United Kingdom. One cause | 
of defective plumbing work was clearly 
brought out in the evidence before the | 
Select Committee. It was caused by 

what is described as the down-grade | 
movement. Mr. G. B. Cherry, general | 
secretary of the United Operative 
Plumbers’ Association of Great Britain 

and Ireland, gave evidence before that | 
Committee, and upon another occasion | 
made a statement to the following) 
effect— 

“T find from experience that the ‘down- 
grade movement’ in the plumbing trade 
commenced about twenty yearsago. Previous 
tothat time master plumbers throughout this | 
country, with very few exceptions, were prac- | 
tical plumbers, and when they took an | 
apprentice their first consideration was, and 
with a conscientious man should be, ‘ Have I 
sufficient work to keep an apprentice, and can 
I teach him his trade thoroughly ?’” 

He went on to say— 

“T have slightly indicated some of the 
reasons of the ‘down-grade movement,’ but it 
was intensified about fifteen or sixteen years 
ago when trade prospered by leaps and bounds. 
Jerry-builders, ironmongers, tinkers, painters, 
undertakers, etc., seeing that a fair profit could 
be made out of plumbing, added it to their | 
already too numerous, for efficiency, branches, 
and apprentices were taken without limit, and | 


expected to learn six or seven different trades. | 
This class of employers, being only interested 
in the apprentices so far as their money-pro- 
ducing power was concerned, has proved one 
of the causes of the production of inefficient 
workmen.” 


We want this registration of plumbers as 


one of the links in the chain of sanitation. | 


The Local Government Board has under | 
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its control the sanitary inspectors ; they 
are certified men. Why should not 
plumbers be certified men? We should 
then get men who are educated and 
capable ; the sanitary condition of our 
houses would be improved; causes of 
illness would be removed; and money 
would be saved ; because much better 


| plumbing would be done, for instance, the 


waste of water is a matter of great con- 
sideration in our large towns. The leaking 


| of taps and the leaking of joints has caused 
'a great loss of money to corporations 
like Liverpool and Birmingham, who have 


now paid special attention to the subject. 
There is a consensus of authoritative 
opinion, which has been shown under 
every Government since 1886, as to the 
necessity for registration. The Govern- 
ment has this session, I believe-—at all 


events, recently—been memorialised by 


a number of Members of Parliament on 
this subject. About 120 Members of 


| Parliament have signed a memorial in 


registration 
Members 


the national 
and __ those 


favour of 
of plumbers, 


are representative of all parts of 
the House, and of all _ parts of 
the United Kingdom. The Govern- 


ment have also been memonialised by the 
chief municipal, sanitary, medical, educa- 
tional, and other bodies, and it seems to 
me that there should be little difficulty in 
and little objection to the Local Govern- 
ment Board framing a scheme, which, of 
course, would be subject to the revision 
and veto of the House of Commons. I 
am sure that if the Government did so 
they would receive the blessing of every 
householder in the United Kingdom. 
The whole of the district councils in Scot- 
land moved the Secretary for Scotland to 


| induce his support for a national measure. 


The Irish Members are in favour of a 
Bill which is much needed, if we may 


_ judge from the results of the recent Local 


Government Board inquiry as to the 
cause of the high death rate in Dublin. I 


‘could multiply arguments in favour of 


such a measure. I believe the only oppo- 
sition offered to the proposal or to the 


| Bill would be merely as to some of the 


administrative provisions. At Birming- 
ham recently at a public meeting the 
medical officer of health said— 


“It is of no use to have good sanitary 
arrangements and sanitary inspectors unless 
the plumbing work is well done. The health 
committee want really to make the plumbers 
their technical assistants.” 
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Similar opinions have been publicly | such means as the hon. Gentleman has 
expressed by representative authorities of | put forward. In 1897, when the Bill 
every chief centre of Great Britain and | was before the Committee on Trade, some 
Ireland, and the British Medical Associa-| opposition was brought forward, but I 
tion, representing upwards of 17,000 medi- | think it can be borne out that that opposi- 
cal practitioners, has petitioned Parliament | tion was not of a tangible character, and 
on more than one occasion in support of | that it rested entirely with one class— 
the national registration of plumbers. | namely, those who dealt in ironmongery. 
The Bill which I have had in my charge| The arguments put forward by those 
has up to now had numerous vicissi-| people were not of such a character as to 
tudes. Imay begin by saying that I never | give the impression that their interest in 
had good luck in the ballot. Last session | the scheme was anything real, and I think 
my motion was counted out, and it is only | the fact that almost every Labour Mem- 
by good luck I have not been counted out | ber in this House supported the motion 
to-night. The Bill was read a second | in the Division which took place in 1897, 


time in the Parliaments of 1886, 1892, 
and 1895 by increased majorities. In 


1892 it was in Committee as the first | 


Order of the Day on the Wednesday of 
the Dissolution. The Bill has had the 
support of both Governments and of the 
Local Government Board of both Govern- 
ments. It had the unanimous support of 
the Select Committee of 1892. It was 
referred to the Standing Committee on 
Trade in 1893, and passed the Standing 
Committee on Trade in 1897. But, un- 
fortunately, after passing that Standing 


Conimittee on Trade in 1897 it was) 


sandwiched on a Wednesday afternoon 
between “ verminous 


it came to grief. 
come to grief this session. I have 
been fourteen years in this House. 
I have been successful in carrying five 
Acts of Parliament and three motions, 


followed by two Royal Commissions and | 
one Government Act. Ihave never failed | 


until in regard to this measure. If the 
Government accept my motion and bring 
in a short and small Bill I believe they 
will have a popular measure, and one 
which I do not think there will be any 
difficulty in passing. I ask the Govern- 
ment now to give me their assistance, to 


accept my motion, which, if accepted and | 
carried into effect, will, I believe, confer | 


an immense boon upon the nation. I beg 
to move. 


Mr. MICHAEL AUSTIN (Limerick, 


W.): I beg to second the motion. I) 
have been associated with the hon. Mem- | 


persons” and | 
women wanting votes, and of course | 
I hope it will not | 


that in the Divisions in the Standing 
Committee of Trade there was a majority 
of Labour Members in favour of the pro- 
posal, and that the Bill was at that time 
and is still supported anxiously and 
heartily by the practical plumbers of the 
United Kingdom, is a sufficient justifica- 
tion for the course taken by the hon, 
| Gentleman tonight. I trust, therefore, 
| that this motion will pass the House, and 
| that the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board will give an assurance that 
the Government after the memorial that 
was presented to the First Lord of the 
| Treasury yesterday will adopt the course 
suggested. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is desirable that the Government 
should introduce legislation dealing with 
the subject, and create a scheme for the 
national registration of plumbers.”—(Mr, 
Lees Knowles.) 


Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I would like to support 
the resolution as it stands, and 
also to offer a single word of warning 
to the Government, so completely 
and fully represented as it is at 
this moment by my hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Local Government Board, 
against the blemish, or what I regard as 
the blemish, in the Bill introduced by the 
hon. Gentleman who moved this Resolu- 
tion. That blemish was the putting for- 
ward in an entirely undue manner of a 
certain company in the City for the pur- 
pose of administering and regulating the 
examinations which were set up by the 


ber opposite for some time in propagating | Bill. That there should be examinations 
the ideas that he has put forward. Asa | to ensure the competency of the persons 
mechanic myself, | deplore, with him, the | who have so serious a duty towards the 
decline of the apprenticeship system in | health of the community to perform as is 
this country, and that decline has shown | the case with plumbers ; there can be no 
the necessity for once more resorting to| doubt whatever in the mind of anyone 


Mr. Lees Knowles. 
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who has at all considered the question. 
The work of a plumber is work which at 
present is subject to very little inspection 
by medical officers and sanitary inspectors 
of local authorities, and it is frequently so 
badly done as to be a danger to health, 
and often the cause of loss of life in the 
case of innocent persons who trust to it. 
Therefore there should be some system 
of ensuring competency, and, further, of 
ensuring efficient work with. regard to | 
persons who have such important duties | 
to perform; of that there can be 

no doubt whatever. But if the Govern- 

ment decide to accept this resolution 

and at some convenient time, either in 

this or next session, to act upon it, I hope 
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which his Registration Bill was regarded 
in the sanitary world. I fear it will re- 
quire something more than the mere 
registration of the domestic plumber to 
make him that superior creature which, 
in the interests of the health of our 
homes and families, we all desire he 
should be. Surely more efficient sani- 
tary inspection and a better and more 
systematic instruction of plumbers for 
the future is absolutely necessary. We 
must not imagine that by merely register- 
ing any particular class, we thereby, ipso 


Registration. 


facto, render them efficient and responsible 


beings. I wish to remind my hon. friend 
the Secretary to the Local Government 
Board that if he is prepared to take up 


| this legislation, he must see, in the first 
| place, that such a clause as was put into 
| the Bill of my hon. friend with regard to 
| existing plumbers no longer finds a place 
|in any measure which may be introduced. 
| If you are to have registered plumbers or 
any other skilled class of the community, 
| you ought not to begin by nullifying 


they will avoid the blemish of allowing 
the legislation to be made the mere 
vehicle and instrument for the aggrandise- 
ment and elevation of a particular ancient 
City company. I am sure that that is 
not the desire of the hon. Gentleman who 
moved this resolution, but he cannot deny 
that that was or would have been the 


effect, to a very large extent atall events, | 
of the Bill which he introduced in a| 
former session of Parliament. Therefore, | 
whilst supporting as I do the resolution 
in the form in which it stands, I venture 
as a humble supporter of the Government 
to express the wish that they will deal 
with this matter in such a way as to 
establish a national system, assisted by 
the local authorities so far as may be, but 
not in any way containing the blemish to 
which I have referred. I sincerely hope 
that the Government will take this matter | 
fully into their consideration. I do not 
know any section of the community which 


the value of that register by putting upon 
it all persons at present practising as 
plumbers. That, I think, was a grave 
defect in the Bill of my hon. friend, and I 
certainly urge that in the future, although 
you may not be able by a penal clause to 
prevent persons not on the register prac- 
tising, yet you ought not to enable 
persons who have not the power to pass 


'an efficiency examination, or who have 
‘not given some clear proof of their 


capabilities as plumbers, to obtain the 
advantages of being on the register and 
of advertising themselves as registered 


plumbers, thereby imposing more than 





they do at present on the British public. 
| That is one point which I hope the 
‘Government will consider. The second 
'is that they should have an efficient 
put forward it will have the unanimous | authority to preside over the examination 
support of this House and of the country. | which must be made. Here I would 
associate myself with the remarks of the 

Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.): I | hon. Member for the Shipley Division in 
am sure we must all recognise the skill | saying that, in my opinion, and in the 
and perseverance with which my hon. | opinion of many other persons, the ex- 
friend the mover of this Resolution has | amining authority for registration pro- 
carried on the movement in favour of | posed in the Bill is far too closely con- 
this registration for the last ten years, | nected with the Plumbers Company. 
and Iam not surprised that he has come | There is grave dissatisfaction expressed 
to the conclusion, as he apparent’y has, | with the constitution of that authority, 
that if such legislation is to be carried | especially among those public bodies and 
out at all successfully, it must be carried | local authorities who have devoted a con- 
out by a responsible Government. [' siderable amount of public money to the 
cannot, I am afraid, entirely agree with | instruction of plumbers. The county 
my hon. friend as to the feeling with | councils, the borough councils to a large 


would oppose such legislation if it were 
suggested by the Government, and [ 
believe that if a moderate measure in the 
direction indicated by the resolution is 
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extent, and the City and Guilds of | House of passing any measure of a large 
London Institute— a most important | character into law, but if the Local 
body, to whom we owe a great deal of | Government Board introduced a proper 
the efficiency of our examinations—were | measure such as is indicated I have no 
entirely excluded from any representa- | doubt whatever that it would appeal to the 
tion on this examining body. I} commonsense of the House, and that the 
am sure that all these authorities, | Bill would be passed almost unanimously, 
if they are to continue to carry on the I donot think we should go into any of 


instruction, require to be represented in 
some way or other on any examining body 
which may be set up. I do not think 
that a measure carrying out the object of 
this motion would be either very short or 
very simple, although some registration 
measures can be made both short and 
simple. At the same time, I think that 
if such legislation is to be carried to a 
successful conclusion—and there is a 
great deal to be said for the general 
principle involved—it must be under- 
taken by a responsible Government, and 
if the Government take up the matter, I 
trust they will consider the suggestions I 
have ventured to put forward. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
rise simply for the purpose of supporting 
the observations which have been made 
by the last two speakers who have 
addressed the House, and to state that 
when I was connected with the Plumbers 
Association in Dublin, they were strongly 
in favour of such a measure being intro- 
duced. I entirely agree with the 
suggestion that the local authorities 
should be the authorities entrusted with 
the duty in this matter, and I entirely 
dissent from the idea that the ex- 
aminations should be made and the 
certificates of registration issued solely 
by a particular trade society, the repre- 
sentatives of the public having nothing 
whatever to do with it. We have had 
several meetings of the bond fide plumbers 
of Dublin, and they are unanimously in 
favour of such a measure being introduced. 
There can be no doubt whatever that the 
plumbing business is much more im- 
portant now than it used to be. By the 
changes which have been introduced into 
the system of sanitation plumbing has 
become, so to speak, an important element 
in civilisation, and, therefore, in order to 
meet these developing needs, it is desir- 
able that such a measure as is proposed 
should be introduced. Iamalso strongly 


of opinion that a measure of this char- 
acter should be introduced by the Govern- 
ment, and not by any private Member. 
A private Member has no chance in this 


M r. Hobh Ouse, 


the details of the question now. There 
is merely a motion at present before the 
House, and that motion, except as to 
| general principles, ought not to be dis- 
cussed. The details must be put for- 
| ward in a Bill, the clauses of which can 
be discussed, and I hope that such a Bill 
will be introduced into the House and 
passed. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
| This is one of the most important sani- 
'tary proposals ever brought before the 
| House with which I am acquainted ; and 
it seems to me rather hard that the hon. 
| Gentleman who moved the resolution, and 

his friends, should ask the Government to 

| take up legislation which is to be based 
- upon speculations of theirown. I did not 
hear one single figure given by my hon. 
friend as to the number of plumbers in 
existence, or as to the amount of work 
they do, or as to the cost of the proposed 
system of examination and registration ; 
and yet we are to be asked to commit 
the Government to introduce legislation 
on the subject. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES: I should like 
to refer my hon. friend to the Report of 
the Select Committee of 1892. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE: Unfortunately 
for myself, I have not perused that or 
many other Blue-books. I did not hear 
my hon. friend give us any detailed sug- 
gestion as to who is ty conduct the 
examination which is to precede registra- 
tion. Ido not know that there are any 
skilled persons on the staff of the Local 
Government Board who have a special 
knowledge of plumbing work; and we 
ought to have some suggestion as to what 
_means should be employed for adequately 
conducting the examinations. 1 quite 
agree that it would be a dangerous 
thing to place this matter in the hands of 
some City company which might not 
have sufficient technical knowledge. It 
is suggested that the local authority 

| should be responsible ; but who is to bear 
the expense? Is it to be provided out 
of local or Imperial funds ? 
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Sirk FORTESCUE FLANNERY: | and was referred to a Select Committee. 
There are in existence local authorities | There are two objects in referring a Bill 
who undertake such examinations. | to a Select Committee. The one is to 
Then, the technical education classes | secure evidence or information, and the 
throughout the country might very well | other is to get rid of the Bill for the ses- 
deal with the question of examination. (sion. This Bill was not brought on 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE: I am not pre- again that session, although I believe 
pared to say whether they are or not ; but" that lic + ie a = Macros 
some detailed information as to their capa- But ae Bill w re, a: : ae ti 
city should have been given before asking | (UY, “0° Ol’, Was Drong ae 


the Government to undertake legislation | 1893, passed its Second Reading, and was 
of this sort. But why pick ‘out the referred to the Standing Committee on 


r ‘ 
plumber for legislation? Why not also | — and age ee rey: we 
the man who builds the chimney, who eo — acai Bill emt aie ron 
has as much to do with the sanitary con- | @US!O" ‘ . : “ mstaiaen per ris. , 
dition of the house as the man who puts et ae ee 

up the bath or soil pipes? The jerry) Mr. LEES KNOWLES: Allow me to 
builder is also quite as much responsible | explain. The Committee had adjourned 
for the sanitation of the houses he is | in order to obtain the advice and _assist- 
engaged in building. To pick out one ance of the Local Government Board ; 
trade for special legislation is to go| but, as that accidentally was not forth- 
beyond what the House should be asked | coming—the President and the Parlia- 
to do. I do not oppose this motion | mentary Secretary of the Local Govern- 
altogether. The Government, have I think, | ment Board being unable to attend—the 
a right to say that although a case has | Committee were of opinion that there was 
been made out, in one sense, for ex: | no prospect of their converting the Bill 
pressing a benevolent wish towards this | by amendment into a satisfactory measure, 
project, they have no adequate informa-| and they resolved not to proceed further 
tion to enable them to carry it out. with its consideration. They did not, 


*Tar SECRETARY ro tHe LOCAL | however, condemn the measure, but they 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. | igs maa oes Bi iia Ing gen 
RussELL, Tyrone, S.): I do not think | ! dents all 1 BAP ee ae q "oa 
my hon. friend the Member for Salford | oy 5 ee 1 % Reine proms y 
has any reason to complain of the atti- | a aT eT 
tude of the Government towards this; *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I was not 
question. The Local Government Board | aware of that fact, because I was not 
have always sympathised with the prin- | Parliamentary Secretary to the Local 
ciple of the Bill which the hon. Member | Government Board at the time. But I[ 
has introduced. We have always recog- | know that the late Sir Julian Goldsmid 
. . . . 5 | 
nised the importance of that principle | reported to the House that the Com- 
and sympathised with my hon. friend in | mittee had come to the conclusion that 
his attempts in this House to carry | they ought not to proceed further with 
through a measure like that which he has | the Bill. Now in 1894 the Bill was 
just explained. But it is a wholly | pressed again, but it did not reach a 
different thing when my hon. friend drops | Second Reading. In 1895, and again 
his Bill and comes practically to the con-| in 1896, the Bill was moved, but 
clusion that it is hopeless to carry it, and| the debate in each year was ad- 
then asks the Government to take up his | journed. In 1898 it was referred 
measure and pass it. I could understand | to the Standing Committee on ‘Trade, 
his coming to the House and saying that | and after five or six days’ debate in that 
the Government should alone do this | Committee it emerged and came down to 
work, which is impeded by a minority | the House, and the debate on the Report 
in the House; but if the hon. Member | stage was so prolonged that the Bill was 
will take the trouble to look at the Parlia- | lost. Now, the House will see from 
mentary history of his Bill he will see | this brief history of the measure that 
what has been its fate during the past ten | although the principle is right, as I hold 
poy ca Drie °° _ coh in | it to verde - _ a simple ree or 
2 and passed the Second heading, | one which the House is prepared to adopt 
which affirmed the principle of the Bill, without a great deal more consideration 








271 Plumbers’ 


than it has yet been able to give to it. 
The most effective debate my hon. friend 
the Member for Oldham ever had upon 
the Bill was in 1898, when it went 
through the Standing Committee and 
came down to this House. What 
happened then? The whole struggle took 
place upon the question of what should 
be the examining and registering body. 
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he has failed. [Hon. MEMBERS: “ Hear, 
hear!” and “Why not?”] I think the 
Government has a right when there is a 
general agreement uponanimportant public 
question to look the facts in the face and 
to see what can be done for it ; but before 
the Government moves in such a question 
I hold that there ought to be something 
like general agreement. There are people 





I am bound to say that I think the| who think that the Government can do 
county councils, the borough councils, the | anything. I do not belong to that class. A 
city guilds, and other authorities moved | Government may well be called upon to 
rather late in the day. We had never | submit legislative proposals upon a subject 
heard that they desired to be on this | of public interest upon which there is gene- 
examining body until the Report stage; ral agreement, but the Government cannot 
and then they came down like an_/ take up this tangled skein and attempt to 
avalanche on my hon. friend, and, at all | harmonise the opinions of those who are 
events, destroyed the Bill for that | not agreed as to what they want. I take 
session. There is a great deal in what asa sample of the difficulties that arise 
my hon. friend the Member for East |the argument of my hon. friend the 
Somersetshire says, that there is no reason | Member for Somerset, who objects to the 
why a City company should have thesole | clause in the Bill which reserves the 
control of this matter. The Bill had/ right of existing plumbers. My hon. 
been long enough before the House, and | friend warned the Government that if 
I maintain that if these bodies had | they agreed to such a clause they could 
been really interested in it they | not expect to succeed ; but if we do not 
ought to have appeared against it save the rights of existing plumbers the 
long before 1898: In that respect I} public will be apt to consider them 
think my hon. friend has good ground | unqualified for plumbing work, and some 
for complaint against them. After the | thousands of workmen will be thrown out 
Bill was lost my hon. friend appealed to | of employment. 

the Local Government Board to take it Mr. HOBHOUSE: I said that they 
up. Now the Local Government Board |. ae ah Dis tale hen Sloe adeeb 
has many duties to perform, but I agreed | P _— 
to receive a deputation representing all; *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The chances 
parties—the City guilds, the county | are a hundred to one that if they are not 
councils, the borough councils, and other | put on the register they would not be 
parties—which was headed by my hon. | employed, and therefore thousands of 
friend. But as that deputation could not | them would be thrown out of employ- 
agree the one with the other I was forced | ment, and I am not prepared to undertake 
to tell them at the close of the interview | the responsibility for anything of that kind. 
that unless they agreed among themselves | I do not think that the examination and 
the House of Commons and the Govern-| registration ought to be left solely in 
ment could do nothing for them. [/| the hands of any City company whatever, 
advised them that they should have a_/| I think if this measure is to be tackled in 
conference and thresh the matter out | earnest there will have to be representa- 
amongst themselves, and agree on the | tives of all the bodies my hon. friend re- 
main features of a Bill which should be | ferred to on the examining board. But 
introduced. They did take my advice, | first of all my friends must settle 
and they met in the Westminster Palace their differences. I made a perfectly 
Hotel and discussed the matter at great | fair proposal when the deputation waited 
length; but the conference ended by | upon me. I said that the Government 
their coming to no agreement. Now my | were then anxious to help them. ‘They 
hon. friend, after he has failed to reconcile | are anxious now. But, looking to the 
the differences of the various parties on | divergence of opinion and to the Parlia- 
this question, comes to the House of | mentary history of this movement, I 
Commons—he seems to have been suc-| strongly advise my hon. friend not to 


cessful in getting the ear of the House | press his motion to-night. I strongly ad- 
to-night—and asks the Government to | vise him to attempt, once again, to get 
step in and undertake the task in which | those who profess to be interested in the 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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question to agree among themselves. If 
they agree I see no difficulty in their suc- | 
ceeding in passing this Bill. My hon. | 
friend has made a good fight in the House 

of Commons, and, in the main, I sympa- 

thise with him. I hope he will not be dis- | 
couraged, but press forward and get the 
opinion of those he represents to go on in 
one direction. But I cannot say that the 
Government can accept the motion, 
because to do so would be to pledge them- 
selves to legislation upon which they are 
not prepared to enter. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): We are all lost in admiration at 
the perseverance which has been exhibited 
by my hon. friend in regard to this ques- 
tion, and we sympathise with him in his 
endeavours to secure legislation on this 
subject. I agree with him that, in the 
main, the principle which he wishes to | 
advocate is right ; but, on the other hand, | 
I confess I see many objections to passing 
an abstract resolution like this. The ob- 
jection which my hon. friend below me 
has urged, that legislation of this kind 
might possibly throw out of em- 
ployment many thousands of work- 
ing men, is one that cannot be) 
disregarded. I do not know whether | 
my hon. friend proposes to make his Bill | 
permissive or not; but if all existing | 
plumbers are not to be put on the register | 
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cussions on this subject, I again ask the 
permission of the House to offer a few 
remarks. When the Bill on this subject 
was last before the House two hon. 
Members, who are not now Members of 
the House, took a prominent part in the 
Lord Heneage 
took an adverse view to the Bill on 
grounds to which I need not now refer, 
but Mr. Caine more or less represented the 
class of workmen who are not plumbers 
but I believe call themselves ironmongers. 
Mr. Caine objected very strongly to the 
Bill then before the Committee, being 
apprehensive that the registration of 
plumbers might indirectly curtail the 
employment of the ironmongers. Such 
a difficulty might easily arise in the 
building trade if the registration of 
plumbers were made imperative. It 


'must be remembered that the plumber 


does only a part of the sanitary work 
in house building; and if the ventilating 
shafts, for instance, are not properly con- 
structed the sanitary condition of the 


| house will not be effective, even if the 


plumber’s work is perfectly carried out. 
I would urge upon my hon. friends 
that they should widen their view of 
what is required. The function of the 
registering body ought to include the 
registration of all classes of workmen 
whose operations conduce to the perfect 
sanitation of houses. I have been 





without examination, it naturally follows | much impressed with the great improve- 
that these would be thrown out of! ment in the plumber work in residential 
employment. Then the difficulty arises | houses in recent years; and the public 
as to what is to be the registering body. | are in great measure indebted for that 
I agree that it would not do to put it in| to the work of the Plumbers Company. 
the hands of a Citycompany. The power|I have no doubt that if the Plumbers 
should be in the hands of the local | Company work on the lines on which 
authority. If the examination for regis-| they have begun, without registration, 
tration were put into the hands of one| they will make still further improve- 
body the result would be that a close | ments, but if it is still desired to consider 
corporation would be formed, and I am la scheme of registration, I would press 
not sure that that would be for the/ the necessity for widening the inquiry, 
public benefit. When defects are found| so as to bring every class of sanitary 
in plumbing work, I am not at all certain | workmen in the building trade into it. 
that it is invariably the fault of the work- | 
men ; it is rather the fault of the master! Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : I 
who wants to make work for the future. | think this Bill is worthy of the considera- 
Under the circumstances I think my hon. | tion of the House, for much of the health 
friend would be well advised to accept the | of our dwellings depends upon it. Any- 
suggestion made by the Under Secretary | thing worse than bad plumbing cannot 
to the Local Government Board, and be| be imagined; and the House is very 
content with the present discussion, and | much inlebted to the hon. Member for 
not press his resolution to a division. bringing forward the resolution which he 
has so ably supported. All we ask is 
that the Government should introduce at 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Having 
an early date some legislation on the sub- 


on previous occasions taken part in dis- 
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ject. I believe that over 120 members {produce a scheme and press it on the 
have signed a requisition to the Govern- | attention of the Government. 

ment on this matter ; and I hope that the | 

1 of the discussion Avan afternoon! *MrR LEES KNOWLES, with the per- 
will be to induce the Government to mission of the House, pointed out that the 


introduce legislation even this session, or | memorial to the Government in support 
at any rate in the immediate future. Those of the registration of plumbers was 


of us who have had experience of plumb- signed by 120 Members ; but at the same _ 


ing work agree that the sooner they do time, as the Secretary to the Local 
so the better. I heartily support the Government Board, who had always as- 
motion that my hon. friend has brought’ sisted him in this movement, and had 
forward. | promised to do all he could, had stated 
that he could not introduce a Bill durin 
Mr. 8. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, this session, he (Mr. Knowles), in his 
Mid): The resolution which has been discretion, thought it would be better to 
moved by the hon. Member for Salfordis Withdraw the motion, which he now asked 
an old friend with which we have been leave to do. 
acquainted for eight or nine years, and Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
which we have discussed under various | 
phases, both as a resolution and as a afeedes 
Bill. The resolution to-night calls on the | 
Government not only to introduce legis- LONDON THEATRES — SUPERVISION 
lation dealing with the subject, but to OF PLAYS, ETC. 
magi etre for on ar —— [RESOLUTION.] 
tion of plumbers. at may be a desir- | : Be mere : 
able oe the mind of the Be Member ,, MR. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
for Salford, who has devoted the whole The House has for some time been con- 
of his career to this grave, vast, sidering a question affecting the sanita- 
and important subject, but although tion of the country, and I am now about to 
he has devoted nine years to it he has ask the indulgence of the House while I call 
not been able to introduce a scheme which @ttention to a subject affecting the moral 
is in any way workable. I believe on one well-being of the Empire, and call atten- 
or two occasions he was able to snatch a tion to some of the grave blots connected 
Division, and on one occasion he sent the | With our theatres at the present time. 
Bill of which he was then in charge to 1 am well aware that I am attempting a 
one of the Standing Committees, which in | ‘ifficult task in bringing the question of 
the result said the scheme proposed by theatrical performances before the House ; 
the hon. Gentleman was altogether un- Yet believe that few subjects attract 
workable, and the Committee took the greater attention at the present time, 
extraordinary course of returning the Bill | and that a great body of opinion, both 
and refusing to have anything further to | inside and outside this House, is in 
do with it. I am not at all sure, that we SY mpathy with the resolution which I 
are not too apt to register everything and | 20W submit to the House, which runs as 
everybody, but of this I am sure, that | follows :— 
until my hon. friends can produce a| “That this House regrets the growing ten- 
scheme which is workable they have no | dency to put upon the stage plays of a 
right to ask the Government to legislate | a ms amg 9 Boies ie that a 
he subject. I did not happen to); Og nay Pedpommwaae tage aig 
upon t J PP | is needed alike in the interests of the public 
be in the House when the hcn. Gentleman | and the theatrical profession.” 
in charge of the Government said the 
Government could not deal with this I found my views very much on the views 
matter at this stage, but I quite agree | of the best dramatic critics in this matter. 
that to pass a resolution of this kind Some of the first theatrical critics have 
would simply be to express a pious been deploring for the past ten years the 
opinion on which no legislation can take | decadent character of the drama, and in 
place. The first thing which the pro- the opinion of some.it has reached a lower 
moters and the hon. Gentleman who has! stage than at any time since the Restora- 
taken this under his wing during a large} tion. While in many departments of 
portion of his career, ought to do is to national life great progress has been 


Mr. Renshaw. 
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registered during the Victorian era, it 
will not be denied that a class of plays is 
now acted which would have been pro- | 
hibited fifty years ago as_ grossly 
immoral. 1 am sure that the House 
will agree with me that this is no light 
matter, because the moral standard of a 
country is largely affected by the drama, 
especially among the young. Multitudes 
of young men and young women form 
their ideas of what is right and wrong 
in no small degree from what they 
witness on the stage; and when 
they see the purest and holiest things of 
life turned into derision, and disgusting 
licentiousness treated as the normal rule 
of life, is it likely that their own moral 
standard will remain high? Is it not 
certain that the same effects will follow in 
London as in Paris: that a decadent 
drama, and, what always accompanies it, 
a decadent literature, will produce a deca- 
dent nation ? Now, I do not ask the House 
to accept these statements from me, 
because it may be said that these are 
puritanical objections. I will confine 
myself almost entirely to the opinions of 
competent theatrical critics, so that no 
one may ride off on the plea that I am 
bringing merely puritanical objections 
against the stage. I do not attack the 
legitimate drama. I have never advocated 
the absurd view that the dramatic art 
should be wholly condemned. Like many 
others, I have studied with delight the 
Greek plays, and I freely acknowledge that 
the drama holds a great field in human 
education. The Attic stage was a great 
educator of an illustrious people, and the | 
best plays of Shakespeare fathom the | 
depths of the human soul. What I wish to 
bring before the House is not the legitimate 
drama, but those foul and corrupting 
plays that no good actor or actress should 
touch with a pitchfork, and which no 
youth can witness without taint. By 
permission of Mr. Clement Scott, one of 
the oldest and best theatrical critics, I 
quote from a recent utterance of his in 
New York. Speaking of these degrading 
plays, he said— 





“Why should we not frankly call them | 
heathen plays, or P 
sense ; plays artfully contrived to attract sym- 
pathy for vice; plays that cover detestable 
selfishness with a glamour of romance and 
sickly sentiment ; pers that bring the power 
and allurement of good acting, or show, or 
spectacle, or personal charm, to deaden our 
moral force and moral fibre? That is where 
the danger lies.” 
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Again, he tries ta give an explanation 
of the reason why these objectionable 
plays have become so common, and he 
says— 


Supervision of Plays, &e. 


“We may ascribe it to the change of tone 
and thought at our public schools and univer- 
sities, to our godless method of education, to 
the comparative failure of religion as an 
influence —to this, that, or the other. But there 
itis. Wecannot get away from it. Society 
has accepted the satire, and our dramatists of 
the first class have, one after the other, broken 
away from the beautiful, the helpful, and the 
ideal, and coquetted with the distorted, the 
tainted, and the poisonous in life. Any appeal 
to them in the name of Artis vain. According 
to their utilitarian creed all must be good that 
pays, and so for the moment our theatres are 
crowded to excess to see ‘snap-shot society 
dramas,’ with their prenounced vulgarity, 
their hideous presentments of men and women, 
and their cheap satire.” 


I believe that nine-tenths of this House 
and the majority of the nation know that 
these words are true, and many of our 
best actors and actresses wish it were not 
so. But they cannot or dare not speak 
out, for to do so is to be boycotted by 
the profession. There is a false code of 
honour in all professions, which makes the 
honourable members hesitate to denounce 
the dishonourable. But I am certain the 
sympathy of many of them is with those 
who work to reform the stage. But let 
me give the House something a little 
more specific in the way of proof. The 
most popular and by far the ablest of 
these corrupting plays is ‘“‘ The Gay Lord 
Quex,” by Mr. A. W. Pinero. I will ask 
the House to listen to two criticisms—one 
appearing in the Daily Telegraph, one 
of the chief admirers of Mr. Pinero ; and 
the other in the Westminster Gazette. 
The Daily Telegraph said at the first 
appearance of the play— 


‘“* Seldom has an act so bold in conception, so 
daring in execution, been presented as that 
which follows. That Mrs. Grundy will raise 
her voice against it may be expected ; that the 
world of fashion will flock to see it is no less 
certain. In ‘The Princess and the Butterfly’ 
Mr. Pinero broke in upon the. sanctity of a 
lady’s afternoon toilet. In ‘The Gay Lord 
Quex’ he goes astep further and introduces us 

the duchess’s boudoir, with bedroom 


dnight. Here 


to 
attached, on the stroke of mi 


lays destitute of any moral | the farewell meeting between her and Quex is 


to take place. Ona little table stand a box 
of Argyropulos cigarettes, a bottle of cham- 
pagne, ‘Felix Poubelle, Carte d’Or, and a 
couple of glasses. It is hardly to be denied 
that in several passages of this brilliant and 
extraordinarily ingenious act the very brink 
of unnecessary riskiness is reached. Words 
and phrases fall from the mouths of the artists 


L 
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which make the listener catch his breath and }| 
move uneasily in his place.” 


The Westminster Gazette said— 


“A little while ago Mr. John Hare was 
championing bravely the cause of propriety on 
the English stage, and denouncing indignantly 
tne wickedness of Ibsen ; and yet in ‘ the Gay 
Lord Quex’ he presents a piece with a wealt 
of indelicate detail as great in quantity as | 
could be collected from all the Thos plays | 
oftered to the British public. What becomes | 
of poor Nora’s remarks about her stockings | 
whencompared with thescene where the beauti- | 
ful duchess in her dressing-gown, at midnight, 
wonders, with Lord Quex, who is with her in 
her bedroom, at what moment in their guilty | 
intrigue he acquired from her the blue silk 
garter with diamond buckle which she exhibits 
to the audience ? ’ 


| pavement. 


I am told that the fine ladies of Belgravia, 

who were horrified at the first night of 

this play, can now see nothing indelicate 

in it, and take their young daughters to 

initiate them into fast life. I can only 

say that if wealth and rank admire such 

scenes I would rather accept the moral 

standard of the average costermonger. 

I notice that the author of this play made 

a speech at Birmingham a fortnight ago, | 
in which he ridiculed the Lord Chancellor | 
and Sir Edward Clarke for having 

courageously attacked these corrupting 

plays. The Lord Chancellor used these 

words— 


“On all sides intellectual development was | 
visible, yet there were dark features in respect | 
to our literary taste. Familiar public amiuse- | 
ments,, plays, and so on, were tainted with | 
what, with all reverence, he might: call the | 
spirit of those who made a mock of sin. And 
to his mind it had become a serious question 
whether, seeing some of the plays now being | 
enacted, there was any great advantage in | 
finding somebody to act as censor, and to pre- | 
vent them from being played. 


| 
| 


If some of the | 
plays now before the public might be played 
ie did not know what might not be played.” 


| 
The majority of this House will, I | 
believe, agree with the Lord Chancellor, | 
and I may add, with Sir Edward Clarke, | 
who spoke to the same effect, and not | 
with Mr. Pinero, who accused them of .a. 
prudish vigw-of life and being unable to | 
understand— 


“That the real decadent drama and the real | 
decadent literature were the drama and the | 
literature which presented a flattering but | 
false conception of human conduct. And | 
(concluded Mr. Pinero) they must not accuse 


us of discourtesy if we make bold to warn | 
them of the danger of evil association with | 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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‘those people who, under the pretence of bei 
moralists, are nothing but moral-mongers.” 


|The success of “Lord Quex” has pro. 


duced a crop of imitations even viler, J 


'take from the ra, a leading theatrica] 
‘paper, a critique of “Zaza,” recently 
‘produced in London from America. — It 
| says— 


“One of the most unpleasant plays that we 
have seen in London for some time past is 
‘Zaza.’ It is a disgraceful libel on 
the dramatic profession, and the story is deve. 
loped with so much base and sordid realism, 
the seamy side of an illicit connection is shown 
with such perverse and persistent grovelling in 
the mud, that the effect created is repellent 
and depressing. Zaza gets Dufresne 
into her dressing-roon . . . . and there 
plies him with all the brazen wiles of the 
The scene in which Zaza attempts 
to allure Dufresne is frankly and unblushingl 
animal and gross—indeed, the whole of this 
tirst act reeks with the vile odours of cheap 
dissipation. No attempt is made to disguise 
the merely physical attraction which Dufresne 
possesses for Zaza, and her overtures to him 
are of the most unwomanly and immodest 
order. The scenein which 
up against him and places her face close up to 
his is one of the most audacious and startling 
exhibitions ever'seen on anv: stage, and the 
exuberance of Mrs. Leslie Carter’s huggings 
and kissiogs throughout the performance 


is repellent in its sensual exaggeration, 


As for the picture of life behind the 


| scenes, it is simply disgusting, and the 


representation of such vulgar ribaldry and 


| loose living is in itself an offence against good 
| taste. 


Whatever value ‘Zaza’ may possess 
as a drama is not in the least added to by 
these pictures of vile debauchery behind the 
svenes of a French variety theatre ; and the 
English playgoing public must indeed have 
fallen low if the best passport to their approval 
be the presentation, in elaborate detail, of 
foreign vice and Continental lewdness. ips 
Mrs. Leslie Carter, the representative of Zaza, 
made the part even more displeasing than was 
absolutely necessary. Deiails which might 
have been toned down were insisted 
upon with almost perverse tactlessness. . : 
Crude and mean as -the French authors 
and American adapter have made the. play, 
Mrs. Carter accentuates its cradeness an 
meanness by her reading of the principal part, 
. . . and Zaza only seems to us 4 
sensual, irritable and vulgar creature, without 
the redeeming qualities of grace, charm, and 
siveetness. ” 


In another paragraph the same paper 
says— 


“ Playgoers who nally. love the dramatie 

rofession will indeed feel sad after witness- 
ing the first act of ‘Zaza,’ now being performed 
at the Garrick Theatre. We have never seen 
the profession dragged through the mud_so 
shamelessly. It is a great grief to us to find 
American actors and actresses taking part in 
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such a disgraceful libel of their own calling 
and trying to bring their class into contempt, 
giving enemies of the drama an opportunity of 

inting to evidence of the stage itself as to 
its inner life. It must be a bad bird that fouls 
its own nest.” te 


The House, I think, will agree that that 
criticism is made by a theatrical paper, by 
critics not in the habit of speaking too 
strongly against the stage. I will ask 
the attention of the House while I give 
one criticism, from the pen of Mr. 
William Archer (Morning Leader, 9th 
April, 1900)— 


“Take such a piece as ‘The Belle of New 


York,’ for example—probably the greatest | 


success of recent years. What was it but one 


long glorification of the vulgarest order of | 


debauchery ? In so far as it meant anything 
at all, it meant — and admiration for 
drunkenness and all the other diversions of a 
recklessly ‘fast’ life. But was it the vicious 
oreven the congenitally, fundamentally vulgar 
section of society that kept it running to full 
houses for eighteen months? Not at all. 
This section, of course, contributed its full 
quota to the devotees of the ‘ Belle’; but she 
also attracted in their thousands people of 
education and breeding, of decent life and 
presentable manners. Some of them fully 
realised the clotted vulgarity of the entertain- 
ment, and revelled in the sense of superiority 
involved in that very realisation. 


“Vulgar entertainments there will always 
be, so long as there are people of vulgar tastes 
to be catered for. But their popularity, in 
England at any rate, would be much less over- 
whelming if people of culture and refinement 
did not affect and even parade in regard to 
the theatre a vulgarity of taste which they 


would blush to own in regard to any other de- | 
Many Oxford | 


partment of art or of life. 
and Cambridge men, for example—not merely 


irresponsible undergraduates, but dons and | 
dignitaries—when they run up to town fora | 
few days, rush eagerly to ‘The Gaiety Girl,’ | 


or ‘The Circus Girl,’ or ‘The Belle of New 
York,’ and can scarcely be dragged to any 
higher form of entertainment.” 


I must apologise to the House for 
dragging it through these sickening 
details. My object is to show what a 
farce the present form of censorship is. 
The Lord Chamberlain is the Earl of 
Hopetoun, and his deputy is Mr. Spencer 
Ponsonby-Fane, and he has an examiner 
of plays, Mr. Redford, and on his advice 
the Lord Chamberlain gives his licence. 
These odious plays are now exempt from 
the common law of the country, which 
could put them down as indecent but for 
this licence. And now they go from 
London all through the provinces, tainting 
the atmosphere wherever they go. All 
the higher and nobler attributes of human 
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nature wither and perish in such ' an: at- 
mosphere. But the public is helpless, and 
weak-minded people say it must be all 
right because the censor has allowed it. 
Is it any wonder that the Lord Chancellor 
| asks for the abolition sf the censorship ? 
Iam sure we should be far better off 
without it. Anyhow, it is an archaic 
survival of a time when only two patent 
theatres existed in London, and when the 
plays were performed by His Majesty’s 
| actors, and a Court official superintended 
them. It was altogether a Court affair.* 
Now there is free trade in theatres, and 
a far more dangerous trade’ than public- 
houses is without any control at all. I 
am a strong believer in local government. 
Wherever municipal bodies have powers 
they use them for the good of the com- 
munity. The Music Halls in London 
were once as bad as, or worse than, 
the theatres; since they were placed 
under the County Council they have 
wonderfully improved. Everyone tells 
me the change is astonishing. The 
same would happen if the theatres 
were placed under municipal bodies. 
Public. opinion would steadily act on 
the theatrical profession through these 
bodies. There would be kicking and 
restiveness for a time; but at last the 
theatres would fall into line and, after 
some of the worst had been refused their 
licences, the others would find it néces- 
| sary to consult the moral sense of the 
‘community. There has been a marvel- 
lous change effected in the city of Liver- 
| pool in my lifetime through the action of 
the police directed against certain moral 
evils by a reforming Watch Committee 
and an intelligent bench of magistrates. 
The one Department which remains hope- 
lessly bad is the theatre, because it is not 
| subject to local control, except as regards 
| structural arrangements and the sale of 
refreshments. I feel sure that if the 
| licensing of plays was given either to the 
| municipality or the bench of magistrates, 
'the improvement that would take place 
/ would astonish everyone. I do not 
| believe in the judgment of experts ; but 








* In The Parliamentary History, Vol. x., 
page 321, will be found a report of ‘“ Pro- 
ceedings relating to the Play-house Bill,” 
introduced by Sir Robert Walpole in 1737. 
A long quotation from Coxe’s Memoirs of 
Walpole gives a full account of.the control 
exercised over the English stage, from the 
“ Abbot of Misrule” of very early days, to 
the “Master of the Revels” of the time of 
Henry VIII., and so to the Lord Chamberlain 
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I do believe in the average common sense 
and the average morality of the ordinary 
householder. I have always found that 
his instincts are sounder than those of 
London Society, which is invariably 
on the wrong side whenever there 
is a battle between good and evil. 
I advocate this change not only in the 
public interest, but in the interest of the 
theatrical profession itself. The better 
portion of that profession are disgusted 
with the present state of things. have 
letters urging me to go on. These are 
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from prominent men in the profession, but 
they do not wish their names given. They | 
have a longing desire that something | 
should be done to relieve them from 
this foul taint, which is degrading modern | 
art. It is cruel to put modest women to | 
play the part of harlots. It is very diffi- 
cult to see how a woman can keep any 
refinement of soul when playing such | 
disgraceful parts. What did Clement 
Scott say a year or twoago in a famous 
interview reported in Great Thoughts 1 He 
said— 

“It is nearly impossible for a woman to | 
remain pure who adopts the stage as a pro- 
fession. Everything is against her. he | 
freedom of life, of speech, of gesture, which is | 
the rule behind the curtain, renders it almost | 
impossible for a woman to preserve that sim- 
plicity of manner which is, after all, her 
greatest charm. The whole life is artiticial 
and unnatural to the last degree, and, there- | 
fore, an unhealthy life to live. But there are | 
far more serious evils to be encountered than | 
these. These drawbacks are the things that | 
render it impossible for a lady to remain a | 
lady. But what is infinitely more to be | 
deplored is that a woman who endeavours to | 
keep her purity is almost of necessity fore- | 
doomed to failure in her career. It is an awful | 
thing to say, and it is still more terrible that | 
it is true, but no one who knows the life of the | 
green-room will dare deny it. Nor doI see | 
how a woman is to escape contamination in | 
one form or another. Temptation surrounds | 
her in every shape and on every side; her | 
prospects frequently depend upon the nature | 
and extent of her compliance, and, after all, | 
human nature is very weak.” 


| 


I am glad to know that later on in the 
same interview he added— 


“Two things I want to be made clear—(1) 
That it is quite possible to lead a good life on 
the stage. Thousands do. Miss ——, for 
instance, is as good a woman as ever lived. 
But the fact that many do lead good lives does 
not remove the great temptations from the 
weaker brethren.” 





I need say no more on this painful topic. | 
The better part of the theatrical profes- | 
sion will be most thankful if some check 
can be put on the frightful temptations 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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that surround the stage. I can point out 
to the House one reason for the failure of 
the censorship. The written words of a 
play do not really show its immoral 
tendency.; that depends on _ indecent 
dress, gestures, innuendoes, and sugges- 
tive acting. It may be quite possible to 
pass a play so far as the written words 
are concerned, and yet it may be so acted 
as to be perfectly intolerable. It is for 
this reason that I believe no real control 
can be exercised over theatres except by 
the power of refusing licences on the 
ground that the management has been on 
the whole bad and depraving. I believe 
local bodies would exercise that power 
with a great deal of discretion and 
moderation. I have found by a long 
experience in Liverpool that this principle 
applied by an intelligent bench of magis- 
trates to the licensing of public-houses 
has effected an astonishing revolution in 
the order and decency of those places, 
The same would hold good of theatres, 
A few examples made of notorious 


‘offenders would lift up the whole moral 


level of the stage. The bad theatres would 
kick against it, and two.or three would 
lose their licences, but in a short time 
they would all conform to the law. I 
know that the Home Secretary sympa- 
thises with the proposal I make. I would 
recommend him to consider whether it is 
not possible to have some licensing 
authority that would have much more 
thorough control of the theatres than at 
the present time. Possibly the magistrates 
might be better than an elected body. I 
myself prefer a representative body. I 
think they can gauge the moral sense of 
the community, and if they do not act 
they can be turned out. But I don’t care 
whether you take the one or the other. 
Let me add that there are many related 
evils which we cannot grapple with so 
long as extreme licence is allowed to the 
stage. One of the worst of these is that 
of disgusting pictures, drawn from the 
most indecent exhibitions in theatres, 
which are sold to young men and boys. 
The worst scenes are photographed and 
collected into books and sold to boys, or 
published in the low illustrated paper, 
which is one of the deadliest evils of the 
day. You cannot prosecute the vendors 
of these obscene pictures with any chance 
of success while you tolerate their presen- 
tation in theatres, It cannot be denied 
that the glorification of harlotry, which 
is thought by some to be a sign of high 
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art, is undermining that wholesome re- | 
ugnance to vice which used to be a mark | 
of English society. Only on that ground 
can 1 explain the following quotation 
from Mr. Lecky’s ‘‘ Map of Life ”— 

“A more recognised, thouga probably not 
really more pernicious example of false ideals | 
is to be found in the gloritication of the demi- 
monde, which is so conspicuous in some 
socievies and literatures. In a healthy state 
of opinion the public ostentatious appearance 
of such persons, without any concealment of 
their character, in the great concourse of 
fashion and among the notabilities of the 
State, would appear an intolerable scandal, 
and it becomes much worse when they give 
the tone of fashion, and become the centres 
and models of large and by no means undis- 
tinguished sections of society. The evils 
springing from this public glorification of the 
class are immeasurably greater than the 
evils arising from itsexistence. The standard 
of popular morals is debased. Temptation in 
its most seductive form is forced upon in- 
flammable natures, and the most pernicious of 
all lessons is taught to poor, honest, hard- 
working women.” 


{15 May 1900} 
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inexorable. “The mills of God grind 
slowly, but they grind exceeding small.” 
The congestion of idle, dissolute wealth 
we have in London is the great danger in 
this country. Let me appeal to the 
strong spirit of Imperialism that now 
exists and which has led to noble self- 
sacrifice. Would it not be the highest 
patriotism to keep the heart of this great 
Empire sound? Is it not lamentable to 
find that our colonial and Indian fellow- 


| subjects when they visit the Metropolis 


of the Empire are often staggered at the 
orgies of vice they witness? If we wish 
to maintain the loyalty of this great 
Empire we must keep a standard at home 
which will command its respect. Is not 
this a favourable moment to attempt moral 
reforms ? Many families are in. mourn- 
ing. London society has lost its usual 
Many are saying ; ‘Oh for the 
touch of a vanished hand, and the sound 
of a voice that is still!” Is this not the 


_ voice of God calling the nation to repen- 


‘tance? Let this House strike a true key- 


How has that come about? I say it has 
largely come about from those gross re- 
presentations in the theatre. They are) 
connected very closely indeed. From the 
theatre has come those indelicate modes 
of female dress common in London society, 
which scandalise our American and | 
colonial friends. The people who gloat | 
over “Lord Quex” and “ Zaza” have 
already reached a level where mere acci- 
dent alone keeps them from leading such 
lives themselves. I travelled in America | 
for months, and I never saw a lady appear 
as they often do in London. The sex in 
America is much more stringent. I was 
grieved to receive a letter from South 
Africa not long ago from a colonist who 
had paid a first visit to London. He 
wrote to me that he went to a London 
theatre and he saw such orgies of vice 
that his loyalty to the mother country 
was greatly shaken. He expected to find 
the mother country the home of all that 
is good and pure, but he returned to | 
South Africa disillusioned. If England 


is to uphold her position in the 
vast British Empire it must be, 
by cultivating the respect of the 
multitudes who look up to the. 


mother country. I cannot too strongly 
express my conviction that a decadent 
drama and a decadent literature mark a 
stage in national decline. All the great | 
empires of antiquity perished of internal | 


corruption. The moral law of God is | 


through the Empire. 


note to-night, and I believe it will vibrate 
I beg to move the 
resolution standing in my name. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 


fast, S.): I beg to second the motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House regrets the growing 


, tendency to put upon the stage plays of 


a demoralising character, and considers 
that a stricter supervision of theatrical 
performances is needed alike in the 
interest of the public and the theatrical 
profession.” —(Mr. Samuel Smith.) 


Mr. T. P. CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): Everybody must admire the 
evident good intentions and the high pur- 
pose of my hon. friend who proposed the 
motion. I sympathise a good deal with 


' what he said, and I feel bound to say that 


he rather justified his own statement that 
this is not a question on which expert 
opinion ought to be listened to. I under- 
stand that my hon. friend is not in the 


| habit of visiting theatres himself ; in fact, 


I do not know that he has ever been 
inside a theatre, and for him to come to 
this House to tell us what theatres are 
like seems to me rather a contradictory 
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position. I think we can judge of his 
knowledge of the theatre when he refers 
to a play whose name he is not able to 
pronounce, My hon. friend has raised a 
question a good deal more serious than 
perhaps he supposes. He talks of the 
theatre leading to impropriety of dress— 
in the audience I suppose he means. 
Perhaps it will be more correct to say 
that impropriety of dress in the audience 
is the real reason of a good deal of the | 
impropriety of dress on the stage. The 


real truth is that the stage is a fair repre- | 


sentation of the current feeling and 
opinion, and even, I will say, of the 
standard of taste inthe country. My hon. 
friend wishes to give the public redress 
against these plays. I will tell him what 
redress they have. They need not go to 
the plays. Does my hon. friend propose 
that we should establish in this country a 
censorship which shall tell the people 
the plays they ought and ought not to 
see? How are we going to establish a 
censorship of that kind? I am afraid 
that the very plays that my hon. friend 
would wish that the public ought not to 
see are the plays which I would consider 
most moral, elevating, and instructive. 
He would denounce them as demoralising. 
I will tell youthe kind of play my hon. 
friend would like to see if he would like 
to see a play at all. 
a melodrama in which there was a villain 
with all the vices, a baronet, or a 
marquess—— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
A Tory. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Not neces- 
sarily a Tory, but a play in which there 
was a villain with all the vices, especially 
of the aristocracy, in which there was a 
hero, of course of the humbler class, with 
all the virtues, in which, of course, there 
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with the pains and penalties which ought 
to follow evildoing in this life. In other 
words, my hon. friend would desire a 
travesty of life—a melodrama, which has 
/no more resemblance to the realities of 
human existence than the experience of 
my hon, friend has to the theatre. I, on 
the other hand, take a different view 
|of the stage. I do not regard 
ithe theatre as a place that is 
necessarily bad, any more than I regard it 
|as a place that is necessarily good. I 
regard the theatre as either good or bad 
| according to the manner in which it is 
conducted. I regard it as good or bad in 
proportion to its resemblance to the 
realities of life, and not merely the fig 
ments and creations of either popular 
taste or lurid imaginations. My hon. 
friend quoted Mr. Clement Scott, a great 
personal friend of my own, whom I re- 
gard as one of the greatest authorities in 
the matter of dramatic criticism. But 
Mr. Scott has his prejudizes. He belongs 
to the same school as my hon. friend. He 
belongs to the school of the Adelphi 
melodrama. I believe that the drama and 
the novel in order to do good to humanity 
must do good by being real, and true, and 
lifelike. I ask my hon. friend, can any 
drama or any novel be real or true or 








He would like to see | 


lifelike which does not take count of 
the evil of life as well as the good of life! 
| I have a somewhat peculiar taste, perhaps, 
| but my idea of a really happy afternoon 

is to listen to one of the gloomy plays of 
| Ibsen, who represents on the stage dark, 
terrible, and even loathsome incidents of 
life. But do not these things exist, and 


|if they do exist ought they not to be pre- 


sented to the public mind to warn and 
instruct ? What the hon. Member wants 
is a melodrama with a wicked baronet and 
a loyal hero—all the virtues on one side 
and all the vices on the other. He does 
not want the realities of life on the 





was an Irishman with all the humour, 


and in which it was conclusively proved | 


that virtue was always triumphant in the | 
humbler class, and that vice, especially | 
among the aristocracy, was always visited | 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


stage. I say the drama will never teach 
a lesson to humanity until it puts the 
dark as well as the bright side of life on 
the stage. Ido not concur in the view 
that the stage or society has deteriorated, 
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My hon. friend draws a very dark picture | gentlemen who made them, were utterly 
of the present state of morals in this | irrelevant to the subject at issue. The 
country. It is not my business or desire | result was that a number of regulations 
to say that everything is right in the | were made in regard to the music-halls, 
morality of the country at the present | and what did they come to? In one 
day. On the contrary, I think that there | music-hall people were allowed to 
isa great deal that is very sad and dis-|drink and smoke, in another they 
heartening at the present day. But,isitas | were allowed to smoke and not to 
bad as the society of two generations ago? | drink, and in others they were allowed to 
Is the Court as bad to-day as the Court of | drink and not to smoke. The result was 
George IV. or of William IV., or is the | that one of the music hall managers was 
morality even of this epoch, not that I | rolling in money rapidly by selling drnk 
defend it, as bad as the morality of the | and cigars which by virtue of the County 
early years of the present reign? Ithink | Council regulations the others were pre- 
all these statements with regard to the | vented from selling. The regulations 
deterioration of the morality of this | lasted, I think, twelve months or two 
country constitute far too dark a picture, | years, and at the end of that time they 
although I admit there is much in the | ceased to exist. Boards were put up 
present age, as there will be for many | here and there, and there was all 
ages to come, requiring reprobation and | this faddy, irritating, and naggling kind 
reform. My hon. friend answered his | of interference with the interior arrange- 
owa case. He described the decadence | ments of these halls. My strong con- 
of empires, and stated that if this empire | viction is that a municipal authority is 
became rotten at the heart it would go as | the very worst body to decide those 
others had gone before. In the face of | delicate questions of art which are far 
all that, he observed that no age and no | more difficult than my hon. friend in his 
era had seen finer examples of the | philosophy supposes. My hon. friend 
sacrifice of wealth and comfort and home, | has found fault with realism. I am an 
of love and affection, and all the other | advocate of realism. I believe realism 
things that appeal to men. My hon.| in the drama and in the novel has done 
friend is not going the right way about more to teach lessons of morality, sym- 
it. He has first of all to correct public'| pathy, justice, and peace than almost any 
taste, and public taste will correct the | other agency in the world. Look at what 
theatre. I take another view. He asks is taking place with regard to the 
that there should be local control of plays. | question of war. A man who to-day 
I entirely dissent from my hon. friend as | would write a novel of the kind I used to 
to the remedy. I say let the public | read about the romance of war would be 
decide this question. I have confidence | laughed at, or his work would be accepted 
in the public. Then he says, “Let us| by the journals that circulate either for 
have a tribunal such as the County | boys or for such innocent and ingenuous 
Council in London.” I have great respect | friends of the theatre as my hon. friend. 
for the County Council, but I do not | To-day nobody speaks of the romance or 
admire it as a judicial tribunal for dealing | glory of war. [Cries of “Oh!”] Idon’t 
with amusements. I took part in the | know anybody who speaks of the glory 
discussion a few years ago in regard to | of war to-day. They may speak of war 
the conduct of music-halls. It was | as a melancholy and terrible necessity for 
referred to the County Council. That | the country, but nobody speaks of the 
body was called together, and several | glory of war. They speak of the suffer- 
speeches were made. Were the speeches | ings, the sacrifices, and all those things 
judicial in tone and character? The | with regard to war, but no man dares to 
speeches, with all due respect to the | speak of war in the way in which novelists 
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spoke of it thirty or forty years ago. 
The hon. Member speaks of the stage 
drama as having gone down. I say it 
has gone up, because it has become more 
true to life than was the case forty or fifty 
years ago. If to-day war is looked upon 
in the world with the proper degree of 
horror, the men who have to be thanked 
for it are such as Tolstoi, Zola, Erckmann- 


Chatrian, Sudermann, and others, who | 


have given true, real, and living pictures 
of war instead of those gilded, romantic, 
and false views which were given in 
years gone by. It is impossible to keep 
the stage in the lines suggested by my 
hon. friend. The stage ought to be the 
mirror of iife, and the mirror of life must 
reflect other things than mere joys and 
virtues. Finally, I appeal to this House 


to stamp upon the idea that it is the duty | 
| tu the play is that I find it intolerably 
dull. 


of Government to dictate to the nation in 
regard to the tastes and amusements of 
the people. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am almost | 


as incompetent as the hon. Member for 
Flint to speak upon this subject, for he 
never goes, and I scarcely ever go, to 
the theatre. I therefore am almost as far 
removed as he is from being an expert, 
and must equally disclaim any _inti- 
mate connection with the subject with 
which we are dealing to-night. In listen- 
ing to the tirade which the hon. Mem- 
ber has given against the theatre, I 
thought I had gone back 200 years to the 
time of Dryden. The speech seemed to 
me to be a feeble and impotent para- 
phrase of that splendid passage in which 
Dryden speaks of the decadence of the 
stage in his time— 


“() wretched we! why were we hurried down 
This lubric and adulterate age 
(Nay, added fat pollutions of our own), 
To encrease the steaming ordures of the 
stage?” 


{COMMONS} 





| fidelity as is to be found on 
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| ledge extends it is absolutely untrue, and 
| the reverseof true, in these times. I observe 
that all those who, like the hon. Member 
| for Flint, believe that there is only one 
| form of immorality, and that sexual, are 

very close students of that particular 
form ; they search for instances of sexuil 
immorality. I presume, therefore, that 
' the hon. Member is a close student of the 


‘drama of the Restoration. That 
being so, he must be aware that 
‘that drama teems with the most 
|monstrous situations and the most 


‘indecent language, and that there has 
| been nothing at all approaching it in the 
| present century in this country. Plays 
that were produced upon the stage in 
the time of Charles II. would not now be 
| looked at by any manager or suggested 
by any author. Therefore, I say the 
| hon. Member is about 200 years behind 
the time in the speech he has delivered 
to-night. But my reason for not going 


To my mind a stage-play is, or 
should be, a work of art, reproducing no 
doubt the real conditions of life, witha 
certain amount of poiut and __ finish, 
making it more or less true to nature, 
more or less interesting, more or less 
exciting, more or less a work of art. 
That sort of play I have never found in 
this country; [ have found it abroad. 
With the exception of the works of 
Shakespeare, I have nowhere found it in 
the plays I have seen here. I have been 
banished from the playhouse because it 
seems to me that I can find not only the 
comedy of life, but the drama of life, so 
much more aptly and interestingly re- 
produced in life itself than ever upon the 
stage. If I want to find the play of 
passions, where should I look for it so 
much as in this House? The great virtues 
and some of the minor vices are to be found 


‘at play here in every debate we have. 
| Where was there ever such a scene of— 
' well, amity and concord and agreement 
‘as is to be found among the nineteen men 


Majesty’s 
unbroker 
these 


composing Her 


of genius 
Where such 


Government ? 


| benches, where such confusion as on 


That is a little better than the language 
of the hon. Member for Flint, but itis no 
stronger ; it isa little better expressed, 
but it suggests exactly the same senti- 
ment. And if it were true in Dryden’s time 
that the “steaming ordures of the stage ” 
were being added to, so far as my know- 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


those? Ob, Sir! when I see such and 
such a Minister with such and such 
another Minister walking together arm- 
in-arm in the street, and when I[ re- 
member what I know of the secret history 
of those Ministers, I pass them by and 
chuckle : I have a better play in my mind 
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than any that the stage could ever pro- 
duce. That is the reason I do not go to 
the play. Do let me address one word of | 
admonition to the hon. Member for Flint. | 
There are other forms of immorality 
than that particular form upon which he | 
delights to dwell, and they are far worse | 
forms—forms more injurious than the one | 
to which he refers. There is want of | 
charity—the charity that thinketh no | 
evil. I wish I could find that virtue in | 
him, but it seems to me to be most con- 
spicuously absent. [“Oh, oh!”] I am 
judging from his speech. He did not 
bring us harrowing instances of these | 
wicked plays from his own experience ; | 
he brings us the views of newspaper | 
critics who may be playwriters them- | 
selves, and who may be entirely | 
prejudiced in their views of a/| 
play against which they have been | 
unable to compete themselves; they | 
themselves write plays, and they believe | 
the plays they write are better that those | 
they see on the stage. The hon. Gentle- | 
man’s testimony is suspected testimony. | 
Had he brought us his own experience 
and told us that he had seen these | 
harrowing things, these low - necked | 
dresses, these semi-nude females [* Oh, | 
oh!”|—I am quoting the words of the | 
hon. Member—had he told us he had 
seen these things, I should have attached 
some importance to the words, but he 
has not seen them. Is he sure that they 
exist? I have never seen a semi-nude 
female on the stage, nor a quarter- 
nude female. Does he believe that they 
exist? He appealed to the public 
virtues. I do not know about those, but 
really, let him be a little charitable, even | 
to ladies in low-necked dresses. Surely | 
he must have some conception of what a | 
work of art is. There are statue galleries | 
full of statues; there are academies full | 
of pictures, and there is a varying quan- | 
tity of dress upon some of the figures, | 
male and female, represented in those | 
pictures. Does the hon. Gentleman pro- | 
pose to go to all the statue and picture | 
galleries in Europe with his pockets | 
full of fig-leaves, and to place) 
them where he thinks they should most | 
appropriately be placed before anybody 
is allowed to visit these places? Surely 
not. A work of art claims a certain free- 
dom of treatment, no doubt ; but I do not 
believe that any such freedom is made 
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in or is exercised upon the stage, and, as 
I have said before, I think the 


hon. | 
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Member is under an entire delusion when 
he says there is an absence of adequate 


clothing on the part of performers on the 


stage. I have no sympathy at all with 
the stage, I have no liking for it, but I 
do claim a fair understanding for 1t. 
Take, for instance, the play of “Othello.” 
That play is generally supposed to repre- 
sent the tragedy of a man torn by passion 
and jealousy. I do not think that is at 
all the real view of ‘‘ Othello.” I think 
the moral of “Othello” is that passion 
makes a man a fool, and that the only 
intelligent person in the play is Iago. 
That is my view of it, and that is a pos- 
sible view—just as in the play of “The 
Merchant of Venice,” I think the moral 
is that the only honest person in the 
whole play is the Jew, Shylock. He 
made a fair bargain, and insisted upon it 
being carried out. The others tried to 
“do” him ; they were a bad lot of people. 
The only really decent person—I think 
that is what Shakespeare meant us to 
see—was Shylock. But we do not all 
see these particular things in the plays, 
and that is the mistake the hon. Gentle- 
man makes. He sees in the play that 
which he was not intended to see; he 
sees in the semi-nude females that which 
he was not intended to see ; and he mis- 
takes the whole purpose and character of 
the thing. I am sure his intentions are 
good, but I am perfectly certain that that 
which he advocates is bad, and I hope the 
House will have no hesitation whatever 
in rejecting the motion he has brought 
forward. 


Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire) : The 
speech to which we have just listened 


seems to me to have been very unhappy 
and very painful, and the most painful 
part of it was that in which the hon. 
Gentleman attacked the motives of my 
hon. friend the mover of the resolution. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Pardon me ; 
I really must have explained myself very 
ill if I was understood to attack the 
motives of the hon. Gentleman. I did 
not intend to do anything of the sort. 


Mr. SOUTTAR: I certainly do not 
for a single moment wish to be unchari- 
table towards the speech of the hon. 
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Gentleman opposite ; it is in the recollec- {| made, know perfectly well in their hearts 
tion of the House. I am quite certain | that there is a great deal upon the s 
there is not a Member in this House— | which is exceedingly bad. All shat m 
and in saying that I will include the | hon. friend desires is that that which is 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken— | bad should be made good, and that which 
who has not the very highest esteem |is evil should be made right. He has 
for the hon. Member for Flint, and there | made a simple suggestion, a suggestion 
is not a Member of this House who does | which seems to me :to be perfectly and 
not know that whether he speaks upon | entirely appropriate. He has pointed out 
this or any other subject his motives at | that the present method of censorship is 
any rate are far above suspicion. The|a foolish method, and nobody here can 
two hon. Members who have spoken last | pretend that it is a good method. He 
have twitted my hon. friend with having | has suggested a very much wiser method 
no knowledge of the theatre. I think | of censorship, a method which in Liver- 
perhaps my hon. friend had more know- | pool especially has been exceedingly 
ledge of the theatre in his early days | beneficial with regard to other forms of 
than, at any rate, they gave him credit| evil, and I think that, whatever our 
for. [“Oh, oh!” and laughter.] As re-| private opinions may be, we ought to be 
gards that I know nothing myself, and in | exceedingly obliged to the hon. Member 
that I see nothing to laugh at. I freely | for having brought forward this motion. 
acknowledge that for a good many years 
of my life I did go to the theatre, and I . 
will a say I did ih enjoy it. For the *THE SECRETARY or STATE ie 
last twenty years I have not been to the| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
theatre, but my knowledge of it for all | WHrTe RipLEy, Lancashire, Blackpool): 
that is perhaps on a par with the know-|] fee] myself little more qualified than 
ledge possessed by some men who have | some of the hon. Members who have 


been making more to-do about it. But dd d the H t 

although I do not attend performances at | vere gape Rt psy Toe Alt: 000, 
the theatre, I have amongst my warmest | °Pinion upon the real merits of the = 
personal friends actors and actresses upon | a8 regards the decadence or otherwise of 
the stage, and from my knowledge of | the drama, but there are one or two points 
those actors and actresses, and because of | to which I should like to call the atten- 
the high respect I have for them, I am | tion of the House. As the House knows, 
a any Sant the words of a 4 mn there is no censorship or check of the 
riend are absolutely true. I have it from | . ‘ 

the actors and actresses themselves—men | 4'ama in the hands ‘of any Government 
and women who are trying to keep department, and I hope the day may be 
themselves straight and to keep them- long distant when there will be any 
selves pure, men and women working | attempt on the part of the Government to 


like slaves sometimes for a mcre | do anything of the kind. At the same 


ittance, and yet, although they are thus | ,. : 3 
toiling, they cant toll ex: i very | a _—_ ari conan ne “rs 
often being insulted and put into positions | licensing of theatres in the hands of the 
which are degrading and, at any rate, | Lord Chamberlain. I have had some 
exceedingly painful to right - minded | conversation with the Lord Chamberlain 
people. I say these things because they | upon this subject, and I think his feeling 
have been said to me by men and women | js that a debate on the subject and an 


whom I very much honour and respect. I | . ae ‘ 
know perfectly well that there is a great | expression of opinion by the Howe 


deal that is exceedingly good on the | generally that there were certain things 
stage ; I do not think for a moment that | that might be checked with advantage 
there are not good men and women on | would strengthen his hands. At the same 


the stage ; I know there are, because I| time I am not prepared to admit the 


know actors and actresses who are good | words of the resolution. I do not think 
men and women. But whilst there is 


. . | se isin a positi ate that 
something that is good, there is also | each ap sep gilhendr  aaeeeacraesilberety 
something very bad, and Members here, 








| there is a growing tendency to put a 

who have been enjoying and perhaps | lower class of plays on the stage; 

laughing at the speeches which have been and I think to pass a resolution stating 
Mr. Souttar. 





297 
that 


duti 
not 
mad 
app! 
whi 
ject 
poir 
wid 
(the 
hau 
of t 
(inte 
reas 
Lor 
long 
cart 
and 
ferr 
$0, 
out 
luti 
the 
opp 
the 
pro 
abst 
the 
whi 
con 
Lon 
Lor 
pla) 
reft 
the 
fac 
led, 
wal 
mal 
alte 
It 
pla 
cie! 
the 
of 
the 
tha 
Co 
the 
Ch: 
Cot 





296 


age 
my 
| Is 
ich 
has 
ion 
nd 
Dut 
is 
an 
He 
od 


er- 
sly 


ur 


a A ae ae en oe a ae ae 








297 London Theatres—. 


that a stricter supervision is necessary is 
to cast a reflection on the exercise of his 
duties by the Lord Chamberlain. I do 


not think that any mention has been | 


made in the course of this debate of the 
appointment in 1891 of a Committee 


which reported in 1892 on this very sub- | 


ject. The Committee, which was ap- 


pointed in consequence of a somewhat | by the Lord Chamberlain. 
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have the curiosity to look at the names 
of those theatres, and see whether they 
have in their opinion transgressed axd 
performed plays to which objection 
might be taken, I think they will 
find that objections might be applied at 
| least as much to the theatres licensed by 





| the County Council as to those licensed 
Ido not wish 


wide Bill brought in by Lord Avebury | to argue the question, but I desire to 


(then Sir John Lubbock), 


went ex-|remind the House that very recently 


haustively into the subject of the control | they passed a resolution which affirmed 
of theatres, and came to the conclusion | that, while supervision was desirable by 
(inter alia) that there was no sufficient! way of censorship of plays before they 
reason why the jurisdiction of the| were acted, and by licensing, yet it was 


Lord Chamberlain—which has been so 
long exercised, without favour or mis- 
carriage, to the advantage of the public 
and all interested—should now be trans- 
ferred or interfered with. That being 
so, I think the House should not with- 
out further consideration pass a reso- 
lution to the contrary, if, indeed, that be 
the meaning of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite. The hon. Gentleman says 
there is no control over theatres. In the 
provinces the control over theatres is 
absolute, and I have yet to learn that 
there is any complaint of the way in 
which the theatres in the provinces are 
conducted. As regards theatres in 
London, it is within the province of the 
Lord Chamberlain not only to censor 
plays before they are acted, but also to 
refuse the renewal of a licence to a 
theatre if a play be not conducted satis- 
factorily ; and it is within my own know- 
ledge that within very recent times 
warnings have been given to theatre 
managers that, if certain things were not 
altered, the licence would be withdrawn. 
It is perfectly true that censorship of a 
play before it is acted cannot be a suffi- 
cient check, but I venture to think that 
there is no evidence that the licensing 
of theatres within the jurisdiction of 
the Lord Chamberlain is any worse than 
that within the jurisdiction of the County 
Council. Within the metropolis forty 
theatres or so are licensed by the Lord 
Chamberlain, and certain others by the 
County Council ; and if hon. Members 





not desirable that there should be a 
transference of the duties from the 
office of the Lord Chamberlain. 
I think an expression of opinion 
by the House would strengthen the 
hands of the Lord Chamberlain, who, I 
know, desires to do his best in difficult 
circumstances; but the House will re- 
member that there are two sides to this 





question, and that it is a very difficult 


| thing to settle what is the kind of play 





which ought or ought not to be per- 
mitted, and that a play which in itself is 
inoffensive may be made most offensive 
by the manner in which it is presented, 
while on the other hand there may be 
plays which though both immoral and 
offensive in themselves, may if pre- 
sented on the stage by clever actors and 
actresses be rendered by the exercise 
of art and by exhibition of good acting 
inoffensive. I am sure that we must all 
admire the earnestness of the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Flint, but I cannot 
help thinking that the hon. Gentleman 
has been guilty of some exaggeration. 
We all admit that the hon. Gentleman is 
desirous of doing good in the direction 
he has indicated, and I trust that the 
bringing forward of the subject may do 
something. I cannot, however, assent to 
the resolution for the reasons I have 
given, but I heartily hope it may do some 
good in purifying the stage. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I desire to associate myself with 
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the hon. Member for Flint, and I feel it 
really a duty to do so after the un- 
generous manner which he was treated by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. Every 
man in this House hesitates to speak ina 
debate of this kind, because he subjects 
himself to the charge of being a mere 
Pharisee, and for that reason many men 
are deterred from taking any part either 
by vote or speech in the matter. But 
to-night I run that risk. The hon. Mem- 
ber for the Scotland Division ventured to 
state that the hon. Member who moved 
this resolution had never been in a theatre 
in his life, and as he was not contradicted 
I take it that that is so. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Vumfriesshire says that he used 
to go to the theatre, but that for twenty 
years he has not been; therefore his 
knowledge of theatres is not very up to 
date. I do not belong to either category. 
I go to theatres now, and probably some 
of the most enjoyable moments I have 
are—I honestly confess it—when witness- 
ing a good stage play. 
ever may be my defects in this matter, I 


do not stand here as one who desires to | 


prevent stage performances. On _ the 


contrary, it is because I have a real belief | 


in the mission of the drama, because I 
believe it is not only right but it is 
a necessity—it is essential—that all 
civilised nations should have a_ well- 
informed and educational stage, that I 
support the motion of the hon. Member 
for Flint. 


sion—who, as I would be the first to 
admit, is a great authority upon this 
matter—did not qualify his proposition. 


which up toa certain point I fully accept | 


—namely, that the drama should hold the 
mirror up to nature. Is he prepared to 
say completely that the mirror should be 
held »p to nature? Is he prepared to 
say that all the abominations which we 
know unfortunately exist should be por- 
trayed on the stage ? 
pared to go the whole 
Flint and the hon. Member for the Scot- 
land Division is one only of degree. If 


{COMMONS} 


Therefore, what- | 


I was rather surprised that | 
the hon. Member for the Scotland Divi- | 


If he is not pre- | 
length, the | 
difference between the hon. Member for | 
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pure on the stage. If I really thought 
that no actor or actress could follow that 
profession and remain pure, I should con- 
sider it a solemn duty never to go to the 
theatre again, because by going I should 
be a party to that impurity. But I do 
not believe it, and whatever else I may say, 
| I would emphasise my conviction that in 
| the theatrical profession there are an abun- 
| dance of pure men and pure women, while 
| their generosity and chivalry and courtesy 
/to each other stand beyond all doubt. 
| I think my hon. friend will consider that 
|his purpose has been served after the 
admissions made by the Home Secretary. 
| The right hon. Gentleman has stated that 
| the Lord Chamberlain has been entering 
| his protest against certain things of which 
| the hon. Member who moved this motion 
_has complained, and therefore this motion 
|has served not only the cause of purity 
| but also the cause of the drama in a par- 
| ticular way. It is all very well for hon. 
Members to laugh at what they consider 
prudish and puritanical narrowness, but I 
stand here as a working man, and I say 
that the working classes have a vital 
interest in a pure drama, because an im- 
pure drama means the sacrifice of the 
purest daughters of the people to the 
passion of the wealthy classes. As a 
| democrat, I say that this question has a 
real importance, and the hon. Member 
deserves the thanks of the people, many 
of whose sons and daughters will go into 
the theatrical profession without attaining 
to the higher steps of the ladder, but will 
remain in the position referred to by my 
hon. friend, susceptible to temptation and 
always liable to go astray. While not in 
any sort of way desiring that theatrical 
representations should be abolished, and 
also agreeing that a nagging, petty, 
meddling policy would be a great mistake, 
I do think that the hon. Member has 
made a case out for interference, not so 
much in the text of a play but in the 
way that play is presented. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, who I thought 
knew everything, said there were no 
semi-nude women on the stage, but I tell 
| him there are, for I have seen them. 





that is so, I submit to this House that the | 


question of degree is of vital importance. 


I do not agree with several sentences | 


| 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Where ? 


which the hon. Member for Flint read | 


from the writings of eminent dramatic 
critics. I think Mr. Clement Scott was 
too sweeping in his statement about the 
inability of actors and actresses to remain 


Mr. Maddison. 


| Mr. MADDISON: It is not my place 
| to say a libellous word here which would 
| be unfair to the theatre which may just at 
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one particular time have put on a play to | 
which I am objecting. I have, however, | 
seen what the hon. Member for King’s | 
Lynn denies exists at all, and if he went | 
to certain theatres and plays he would | 
see for himself what my hon. friend has | 
described, and which nobody in this | 
House can deny as actually existing. 
So far as any interference with plays 
upon certain grounds goes I should | 
shrongly object—I mean plays which | 
might promulgate doctrines opposed | 
to the opinions of a section of the| 
community. But my hon. friend is not. 
seeking to-day anything of the sort. All | 
he wants to do is to put a stop to that 
which any moral man would object to. 
The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division said, “Let the public stay 
away, and then you have got a 
remedy.” I notice that that remark 
was cheered rapturously by hon. 
Members opposite; but is the hon. 
Member prepared to carry his theory 
and his proposition to its logical conclu- 
sion? If he is, then his theory is a 
defence of those wretched lewd creatures 
who trade upon the depraved taste of 
men, and I am afraid of women, by sell- 
ing lewd indecent pictures and books 
which are now illegal. But according to. 
this doctrine, why make the sale of these | 
books and pictures illegal? Why not | 
leave it to the public taste ? You do not | 
need to go to these shops, and they do | 
not drag you into them. Why not argue | 
that instead of police officers running | 
them down you ought to send out mis-| 
sionaries to educate public opinion, so | 
that people will not go near these places ! 
That is not practical, and I venture to 
say that all my hon. friend attempts to 
do—I admit the ditficulty of doing it—is 
to enter a protest and an objection to 
certain scenes which occur in a certain 
type of play, and his protest goes no 
further. I venture to say that if my hon. 
friend the Member for the Scotland Divi- 
sion of Liverpool took his daughter to 
see this type of play he would put his 
hands before his daughter’s face as the 
play went on. 





Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I should not 
take her there. 


Mr. MADDISON : But we are not all 
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so well informed upon these matters as 
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my hon. friend. There are a great many 
people go to these plays who know 
nothing about them. My hon. friend is 
simply giving us an instance of special 
pleading for the scum of the theatrical 
profession, who make the stage stink in 
the nostrils of all right-thinking people. 


Str MARK STEWART (Kircudbright- 
shire): I can assure my hon. friend who 
introduced this question thet 1 fully 
appreciate the motives with which he 
brought this subject before the House. 
There are points in his proposal with 
which we must all agree. There can be 
no doubt that there are scenes witnessed in 


| our London theatres which it would not 


be right to specify here to-night. If 
something is not done of said, these 
scenes will go on increasing, and we do 
not want to pander to an evil which is 
growing in this country. There is a 
growing tendency to put on the stage 
plays of an immoral character. On the 
other hand sometimes we have plays put 
upon the stage of a highly moral 
character, which give excellent lessons to 
everyone who attend them. There are 
some plays of a character which are cer- 
tainly not very moral, and which should 
debar most fathers from taking their 
daughters to see them. Those who desire 
to reform this state of things suggest that 
we should exercise a stricter supervision, 
but that has been answered in some 
measure by the Home Secretary. The 
right hon. Gentleman made a gratifying 
speech, and showed, at all events, that 
he was at one with those who took a 
strong view upon this question. He 
agrees in principle with the object for 
which we are agitating to-night. There- 
fore, I think it would be well if my hon. 
friend the Member for Flint would with- 
draw his motion. We have had this 
exposition of the matter put before the 
House and the country, and we have drawn 
public attention to it. Therefore, in that 
respect we havedone good, and although we 
do not censure theGovernment or the Lord 
Chamberlain, we simply ask that a stricter 
supervision will be exercised in the future. 
I trust my hon. friend will adopt my sug- 
gestion, but at the same time I shall 
vote for this motion if he goes to a 
division. 
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*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


i Id t wish to interv in this | ductions. 
z= Rios Ryegate oa efier ? / Member for Sheffield, what we do wish 


debate for more than a few moments. 
heartily sympathise with the views of the 
hon. Member for Flint. 
ing the sympathetic and wise expression 
of opinion given by the Home Secretary, 


I must say that I do regret that Her | 
Majesty’s Government have not seen their 


way to accept the form of words which 
my hon. friend has placed upon the Paper. 
The motion only expresses a fact which 
every man who speaks honestly knows 
to be true. It regrets that there is a 


“Growing tendency to put upon the stage 
plays of a demoralising character.’ 


There is no doubt about that, and no- 
body can deny it. The motion pro- 
ceeds— 


“ And considers that a stricter supervision 
of theatrical performances is needed, alike in 
the interest of the public and. the theatrical 
profession.” 


The Home Secretary himself has said that 
the Lord Chamberlain has expressed a 
desire to have his hands strengthened by 
an expression of opinion in this House, 
and therefore my hon. friend is entitled 
on the merits of the case to ask Her 
Majesty’s Government to accept the form 
of words he has proposed, so that the 
House of Commons may register its 
opinion, regretting the existence of an 
evil which every just-minded man admits 
to be true. I must express the strongest 
dissent from the doctrine expressed by 
my hon. friend the Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool. He speaks of 
the only alternative to these grossly in- 
decent plays as being something of the 
type of the Adelphi melodrama, with its 
villains discomfited and its virtues re- 
warded. Let the hon. Member go, as I 
have done, to plays like “ A Pair of Spec- 
tacles,” “Sweet Lavender,” and many 
other such plays, which are full of true 
and wholesome human nature, or to many 
of the amusing farces, which are full of 


genuine fun and spirit, and entirely free | 


from these wretched displays of in- 
decency and immorality which are 
the natural resort of men whose minds 
are so dull and so incapable of 
appreciating the finer wit of a higher 
imagination that they have to resort to 
this miserable means of stimulating 
the attention of the public in order to 


While recognis- | 


MMONS} 


i an audience at all for their pro- 
In the eloquent words of the 
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to insist upon is that plays should be 
|made instructive and tend to educate 
| the people. The hon. Member for King’s 
| Lynn referred tu the play of “ Othello.” 
| That play deals, and deals plainly, with 
the passions and motives of human nature, 
but deals with them in a way which can 
| do nothing but good, and we wish plays of 
| that kind to be placed upon the stage, 
for we desire to encourage plays which 
will elevate the social tone. I hope 
the motion of my hon. friend will help 
| the authorities to deal with this question, 
-and do something to prevent the growing 
| tendency to put plays of a demoralising 
character upon the stage. 


| *Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I think we 
|are very much indebted to my _ hon. 
|friend the Member for Flintshire for 
| placing this matter before us, Nearly 
‘everyone who has spoken has admitted 
| the evil. I do not think anyone dare 
|stand up here and advocate the con- 
| tinuance of this evil, for it incites to 
| gross vice. The hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division has spoken in favour of 
realism. The realism of which we com- 
plain is of an alluring and attractive 
character, and it is just on that account 
that it isso much objected to. Many 
leading journals which do not profess to 
be religious papers have found fault with 
| the existing state of things, and I was 
very glad indeed to hear the Home See- 
retary say that the Lord Chamberlain 
felt that it would strengthen his hands in 
his supervision as the censor of plays if 
we had an expression of opinion in this 
House in favour of a stricter censorship. 
My right hon. friend seems to think that 
the resolution is one to censure the Lord 
Chamberlain, but I do not take it in that 
way at all, for it is simply an expression 
of opinion by this House— 


“That a stricter supervision of theatrical 
performances is needed alike in the interest of 
the public and the theatrical profession.” 


I was very much disappointed when my 
right hon. friend said he could not accept 
the resolution. I thought he took that 


course because he seemed to think it 
| would involve referring the matter to the 
London County Council or some other 
| 
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Jocal authority, but the resolution does 
not do that at all, for it simply states— 

“That this House — the growing 
tendency to put upon the stage plays of a 
demoralising character.” 


The fact that these things have occurred 


shows that a stricter supervision is neces- | 
sary, because the present supervision does | 
not prevent them. We want not only | 
the words of the play more strictly | 


supervised, but also the way in which 
they are represented by the actors. If we 
go to a division I shall support this motion, 
and I sincerely hope the hon. Member 
for Flintshire will not accept the advice 
given by my hon. friend behind me to 
withdraw his motion. I hope he will go 
to a division, and I think we have a right 
to claim the votes of the Home Secretary 


and the members of the Government on | 


their being assured by the mover of this 
resolution that he has no intention what- 
ever to censure the Lord Chamberlain, 
but that he desires simply to strengthen 
his hands. 


{15 May 1900} 
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| deplore, and I have heard jokes which 


‘made me very melancholy, but which 
made the audience laugh. Nothing that 
this House can say or do will prevent 
people laughing at a questionable joke. 
Our nature has fallen, and it so 
happens that people like these things, 
I regret it, but who can say, looking at 
the dramatic literature of this country 
and the books we keep upon our shelves, 
that public opinion would now tolerate 
'things upon the stage which in our 
libraries we consider classical? The mere 
fact that this is so proves that public 
taste has, to some extent, advanced in 
this matter; but it has not advanced 
through resolutions in this House, and 
| whatever estimation of this House may 
be formed in the country, no one attaches 
much importance or much value to its 
expression of opinion on literature or art. 
I do not think we are qualified to express 
that opinion—at all events, not in our 
representative capacity. Of course, 
nobody will deny that there are plays 
which would much better not be put 
upon the stage at all; but I think we 
had much better keep pounding away at 





, j f -..| our own moral sense. Let us reform 
oe BIREEAL. (Fifeahire, W.): I sae ourselves ; let us form the determination 
agree with the hon. Baronet opposite in | 


that the next time we are in a theatre 
expressing the hope that my hon. friend | and a joke is made of a doubtful charac- 
the Member for Flint will be satisfied with | ter we will -not laugh at it. This 
the moral outburstto which he has listened, | House is a moral assembly, and never 
and which I am quite sure is perfectly | laughs at anything that is improper ; but 
sincere. I think the hon. Member will | there is ‘something about the tradition 
be mistaken if he imagines that the | of the theatre which prevents people 
country looks to this House for an ex-| from exercising that control over them- 
pression of opinion as to the character of | selves which they do exercise in church 
theatrical performances, or that it will! and in other places, and there is great 
attach any importance whatever to this | occasion for us to regret these things. 
debate or scan the division list, or attach | But yet they have existed, and they will 
any serious meaning to whatever the | exist until we have altered our whole 
House may do in this matter. As a| character, and unless this House is con- 
matter of fact we have not had the| vinced that things are becoming every 
materials put before us to express an|day worse—I contend that they are 
opinion as to whether there is a growing | becoming a little better every day—I 
tendency to put upon the stage plays ofa | hope we shall leave this question alone. 
demoralising character, which are more | [ am glad my hon. friend has introduced 
indecent and objectionable than our | this question. The Home Secretary has 
theatrical history shows has been the | said that the Lord Chamberlain is waiting 
case in the past. We have been told | for some expression of public opinion. [ 
that we must not refer to theatres where | must confess that I think very little of 
these objectionable things go on. The| public officials whose hands are 
mere fact that we must not mention them, | strengthened by these sporadic expres- 
that our lips are so delicate and our| sions of opinion by public assemblies in 
sensibilities so keen, prevents us from | this country. Let the Lord Chamberlain 
forming an opinion on the subject. So| exercise the powers he has, and let him 
far as I attend theatres I may say|be satisfied that nobody will call those 
that I have seen things which [| powers into question if they are honestly 
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exercised. I am dead against a literary 
censor. When a literary censor does in- 
terfere it is usually with the play which 
has a distinctly moral tendency, while 
he often allows silly and _ frivolous 
plays, which are made worse in the 
acting than on paper, to pass through 
without alteration. All persons who are 
acquainted with the stage will affirm that 
the ablest censor sometimes refuses to 
sanction plays which are very much less 
objectionable than many of those which 
he passes. Let the Lord Chamberlain 
exercise the powers which belong to his 
great office, but for Heaven’s sake do not 
make this House ridiculous by pretend- 
ing that it is an authority upon a subject 
on which it knows next to nothing. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham):I desire to move an Amendment 
to leave out all the words after “that,” 
and the motion will then read— 


“To call attention to the low class of pase 
now exhibited in some of the theatres of this 
country.” 


That would leave out altogether the 
question as to whether there is or is not 
a growing tendency to put upon the stage 
plays of a demoralising character. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I cannot spend my leisure in 
the South of France or in any other part 
of the Continent, and the only recreation 
I do enjoy is going toa theatre. I have 
been a theatre-goer now for over thirty 
years, and I have spent many pleasant 
hours in a theatre. On Wednesday 


evening last I went to the Adelphi 


{COMMONS} 
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Theatre, and saw a drama which, from a 
religious point of view, gave me good 
moral instruction. Two plays have been 
referred to—‘ The Gay Lord Quex” and 
“The Belle of New York.” I fail to see 
that there is anything immoral in the 
former play ; and so far as “ The Belle of 
New York” is concerned, I so enjoyed 
that comic opera that I went to see it 
three times. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : In 
my opinion it is very undesirable that 
the House should divide upon this ques- 
tion. I find myself in rather a difficult 
position. Iam very well satisfied with 
the resolution which has been submitted, 
but it is not a judiciously framed one, 
and it is not a resolution which I could 
support as a matter of fact. I do not 
think the statement of facts contained in 
it is accurate. At the same time | 
warmly admire the spirit which induced 
ur hon. Member to make this motion, 
an 





It being Midnight, Mi. Speaker pro- 
ceeded to interrupt the Business— 


Whereupon Mr. SAMUEL SMITH rose 
in his place, and claimed to move “ That 
the Question be now put”; but Mr. 
SPEAKER withheld his assent, and declined 
then to put that question. 


Debate adjourned. 


Adjourned at Five minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
' Wednesday, 16th May, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL 
[Lords]. 
As amended, considered; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 


SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL 
{Lords}. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES). 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board relating to 
Bath, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board relating to 
to Bath,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 214.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Harrogate, Heywood, Ripon, 
Rochdale, and Tunbridge Wells, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell 
and Mr. Chaplin. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Harrogate, Heywood, Ripon, Rochdale, 
and Tunbridge Wells,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 215.] 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 5) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 15th May ; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
179.] 


SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL. 


EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
COMPANIES BILL. 


Petition from Halifax, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kilmarnock, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Airdrie, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Two Petitions from Dundee, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF SALE) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Petition from Dundee, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


M 
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LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 


(WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Stratford and 
West Ham ; and Lewisham and Lee; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Cheap Trains 


LUNACY BILL. 

Petitions for alteration, from Festiniog ; 
and St. Mary, Islington ; to lie upen the 
Table. 

PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition from Dundee, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) 
OPENING BILL. 


LATER 


Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to | 


| 
| 


lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Shipley ; 
Lee ; Golchester ; Tongwynlais ; Blyth; 
Troedyrhiw ; Penarth ; Barry; Ponty- 
clun; Maendy; Elswick; Nunhead ; 
Ruabon; Bath; Women’s Total Absti- 
nence Union ; Colchester (two) ; Sheffield 
(two); Stratford; Tyla Gwyn; Aber- 
gavenny ; KEcclesfield ; Handsworth ; 
Stornoway ; Liverpool (two) ; Hemel 
Hempstead ; Cubitt Town ; Bangor ; and 
London ; to lie upon the Table. 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Galashiels 
(two); Falkirk ; Leith (three) ; Carluke ; 
Coatbridge; Anderston; Dumbarton ; 
Motherwell (two); Carnoustie ; North | 
Berwick ; Bridge of Allan; Linlithgow ; | 
Wishaw ; Stonehaven; Dundee (three) i 
Stevenston; Govan; Arderseir; and, | 
Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 

SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 

SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Women’s 
Total Abstinence Union; Bridgwater ; 
Hextable; Bradford; and West and 
North Yorkshire ; to lie upon the Table. 





TEMPERANCE REFORM THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Airdrie, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Copy presented, of Statistical Tables 
for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1897. 

Copy presented, of Second Report to 
the Secretary for Scotland of the Con- 
| gested Districts (Scotland) Board [by 
' Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 








DEPOSITS) BILL [Lords]. 


| Read the first time; to be read a 
isecond time To-morrow, and to be 
| printed. [Bill 216.] 


| COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
| 





CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 
{SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): In the 
absence of my hon. friend, I desire to 
move the Second Reading of this Bill. In 
doing so I should like to make a few 
words of explanation. Perhaps the title 
of the Bill is not quite complete. I would 
rather it had been called the Cheap 
Tickets or the Cheap Fares Bill, in order 
that accommodation for workmen might 
be obtained by existing trains where it 
is not convenient to get new trains. As 
regards the definition of cheap trains, it 
has been construed to mean special trains 
carrying only one class of people. That 
is really contrary to the idea of Parlia- 
ment on the subject. A cheap train is a 
train which can carry any class at any 
price, but which also carries at a low price 
those who cannot pay more. If any 
amendments are required in this direc- 
tion I will be prepared, on behalf of my 
hon. friend who brought in the Bill, to 
accept them. I think it is a Bill which 
the House ought to consider very favour- 
ably. There could not be a more opportune 
moment for considering a Bill of this kind. 
We were engaged one whole day last 
week, and will he engaged again, in dis- 
cussing the great problem of how the 
housing of the working classes in great 
cities can be improved. It has been 
agreed by everyone that the chief means 
of improving housing accommodation in 
cities is to spread the cities out and 














312 


les 
lie 


D) 


be 


eS ee ee ce Soe ae, ae 








313 Cheap Trains 


destroy congestion, and there is no better 
means of doing that than by a pag 
better facilities for traffic. Perhaps 

ought to go a little into the history of 
this question of cheap transit. We have 
had in this country the extraordinary 
experience that whereas it is to the best 
interests of the railway companies to 
furnish facilities for people who live 
along their lines, yet the companies have 
been most reluctant to furnish facilities 
for cheap transit. In 1844 this House 
had to interfere in order to secure that 
third-class passengers should be accom- 
modated, and quite recently the House 
took action to secure third-class accom- 
modation on the Irish mail trains. Orig- 
inally the companies carried third-class 
passengers in only one train in twenty-four 
hours, and even that train was run at a 
most inconvenient time. All that has now 
been changed. But if the railway director 
a generation since could see the third-class 
saloon carriage of to-day, with its pro- 
vision for refreshments and every comfort 
for travellers, he would have said that any 
obligation to provide such a service would 
mean the ruin of the company. Yet it 
has not been so. The companies have 
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passed? The railway companies, I was 
going to say, entered into a conspiracy 
with the Board of Trade, but perhaps that 
would be too strong an expression—at 
any rate the railway companies did every- 
thing in their power to evade the Act 
while securing for themselves the re- 
muneration which the Act provided. 
Without referring particularly to the 
present President of the Board of Trade, 
I will say that for many years after 
the Act was passed the Board of Trade 
did not bring sufficient pressure on 
the companies to make them carry 
out the obligations of the et. 
ae Hon. Member: How could they 9] 

will show that presently, but for the 
moment I wish to keep to my point that 








| the companies on various pretexts re- 
| fused to discharge the obligation under 
| the Act. In the first place they ignored 
| the hour stated in the Act, namely, 8 a.m., 
| and for ten years after the Act was passed 
| there was on the great majority of rail- 
| ways hardly a workman’s train after 
6 a.m. Instead of the companies not 

furnishing trains up to 8 a.m. they should 
|have considered the matter in a liberal 
| Spirit and furnished trains up to 8.30 a.m. 





discovered that third-class passengers are|or 9 a.m., as I am glad to see some 
their best source of income. Seeing, then, | companies are now doing in Manchester 


that although this service was necessary | and other great cities. 


But the main 


to the public and lucrative to the com-| objection they took was a very subtle 


panies, it had to be pressed on by Par- 
liament, or it would never have been 
provided, and this may teach us a lesson 
with regard to the necessity of giving 
some stimulus to the railway companies. 
I would impress that point on the attea- 


| one. 


/ not mean that they literally had no work- 


A great many railways said, “ We 
They did 


have no workmen to carry.” 


men but that they had not sufficient 


| workmen to fill a train, and they therefore 
| provided no accommodation. 


The fact is 


tion of the Board of Trade. Weare asking | that workmen are, like the poor, every- 
the companies to goa step further to-day, | where, sometimes in small numbers ; but 
and to make more complete provision for | even in small numbers they ought to be 
carrying the working classes at a low provided with facilities for reaching their 
price. The Cheap Trains Act of 1883} work. The position of the companies is 
was based on two principles. The first that if a great body of workmen, say 200 
was that all railways should provide facili- | or 300, walk up to a station at a definite 
ties during certain hours for carrying! hour they will provide a train; but 
workmen to and from their work, and the | that is perfectly impossible. Workmen 
second was that the State should remune-| live in groups, and if there were only 
rate the railways for providing these | twelve or twenty in the neighbourhood 
facilities. ‘The scope of that legislation | of a station the object of the Act was to 





has never been recognised either by the 
railway companies or by the Board of 
Trade, to which this House looks to see 
that the railway companies do their duty. 
There was no exception allowed in the 
Act. It stated that all companies must 


provide these facilities, and the State 
would remunerate them for doing so. 
What took place when the Act was 





provide them with facilities, and the rail- 
way companies should not deny them. 
This was the main pretext on which 
the companies refused to provide accom- 
modation. Attempts were made to 
meet this great difficulty. In the first 
place the local authorities tried to do 
something, but they found their hands were 
tied. For instance, the London County 
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Council, who during the last ten years 
have taken a most honourable part in 
trying to force the railway companies to 
give facilities to workmen in London, 
found they were practically powerless. In 
1891 the Council prepared a most elabo- 
rate Report showing that there were 


ractically no workmen’s trains on 4/} 
y 


eat many of the lines coming into 

ndon, and that on some of the lines 
one or two workmen’s trains were pro- 
vided at most inconvenient hours. ‘The 
Council’s hands were tied, as they had 
been advised that they could not spend 
the money of the ratepayers in securing 
these trains to the workmen, and so until 
recently the Council did not itself become 
an applicant to the Board of Trade, asking 
that better accommodation should be pro- 
vided. It did what it could, but did not 
feel justified in spending the money of 
the ratepayers in fighting the railway 
companies. The Corporation of Man- 


chester also devoted a great deal of | 


attention to this matter for three or four 
years, realising that the obligation which 
had been placed on the railway com- 
panies by the Act of 1883 was one of the 


eatest importance to the city. The. 


lasgow Corporation also did what they 
could, but it was a hopeless struggle, 
because the local authorities were 
unable to bring sufficient pressure to 
bear on the companies. 
authorities could not enforce the Act 
the workmen themselves were even more 
powerless. There were three difficulties 


in their way: they were scattered over | 


large areas, they were not organised, and 
they were not rich. To bring forward 
cases under the Cheap Trains Act demands 
money, and a workman could not find 
£100 or £1,000 for fighting a case in 
the Courts. I think, however, that work- 
men were very foolish in this respect, 
because a small contribution from them 
would make a very large sum, and I 
think it is a pity that £20,000 or 
£30,000 was not raised to vindicate the 
Cheap Trains Act of 1883. All that the 
workmen could do—disorganised, scat- 
tered, and poor as they were—was 
to approach the Board of Trade and ask 
the Board to get them trains. The Board 
of Trade has lately learnt to display more 
sympathy with the complaints of work- 
men, but all along the Board has paid too 
much attention to the excuses of the 
companies. The Board put troublesome 


questions to the workmen—such as, “ How 
Mr. Lough. 


If the local | 
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What time do 
| you want the, train ?”—although a single 
| workman was entitled to the benefit of 
‘the Act, and if there were twelve or 
|twenty workmen they were within their 
/right in asking the Board of Trade to 


|many of you are there? 


secure facilities for them. On being 
asked for facilities the Board went to the 
railway company, who replied, “Oh, we 
will disturb some other trains, if we 
furnish a train at the hour required,” 
forgetting that the Act had stated 
the hour, and that these facilities 
'should be given up to eight o'clock. 
_ Even if the Board of Trade listened to the 
complaints of the workmen, then the 
railway companies had the right of 
/appeal under the Act of 1883 to the 
Railway Commissioners, who are a most 
expensive tribunal, as many of us know 
to our cost. The result has been that 
| the Act of 1883 has been to a very large 
extent inoperative. I know the right 
hon. Gentleman will tell me that there 
are many lines on which a great many 
workmen’s trains are run, and, of 
course, there are companies that should 
‘be singled out from otbers; but the 
Act is to a great extent inopera- 
tive, because several large companies 
practically furnish no trains at all. On 
| the Midland Railway into London there 
are only three workmen’s trains before 
eight o'clock, though I daresay there are 
'a hundred other trains. The Great 
Northern does not furnish an adequate 
service, and it was the result of a case 
taken against the Great Northern that 
the defects of the Act of 1883 were dis- 
covered. I think I have made out my 
| point, that the Act of 1883 has not come 
| into operation to any large extent. May 
| Texplain what the railway companies got 
‘under that Act? They got relief from 
| passenger duty. It is a little difficult to 
calculate how much, but if we take the 
amount of passenger duty that the com- 
| panies paid in 1882, and then allow for 
|the increase in traffic up to this 
|year, we will see how much the 
‘companies would have to pay now 
\if the Act of 1883 had not been passed 
'and the balance between that sum and 
‘the sum paid by the companies at present 
is the amount which the companies 
‘receive from the House for services which 
in many cases they do not give. In 1882 
the companies paid £764,000, and if that 
/amount were to be increased in propor- 





tion to the receipts from passenger traffic 
\ 








317 


they 
£1,! 


are, 
amo 


vide 
into 
facil 
Som 
rem 
sug 
ver) 
mea 
spel 
bro 


agit 


bee: 
inv 
case 
£5( 
wel 


pan 
to 
tha 
suci 
ext 
on, 
ent 


the: 
COV 
pro 
this 
Th 
fou 





se VS VW SS em OS oe 


aS = 


wr lh OO Oa am” 





317 Cheap Trains 


they would have to pay in 1899| 
£1,150,000. As a matter of fact they | 
pay less than £300,000 now, and they | 
are, therefore, receiving relief to the| 
amount of £800,000 for providing accom- | 
modation which in many cases is not pro- 

vided at all. They simply put the money , 
into their pockets without providing the 

facilities which this House intended. | 
Some serious attempts have been made to | 
remedy this state of things. It was 
suggested by an hon. Member who did 

very valuable work in this House—I | 
mean Mr. Knox—that if someone would 

spend a little money a test case could be 

brought forward. That led to a certain 

agitation in London during the last two 

or three years. We went to the Board 

of Trade in the first instance. The Presi- 

dent of the Board of Trade’s first words 

on the subject were very unsatisfactory, 

but he afterwards came to a more reason- 

able frame of mind. He stated that he 

thought six o’clock was a very fair time 

for workmen’s trains to run. Two or | 
three days afterwards, however, he recon- 

sidered the matter, and agreed that the 

companies ought to furnish a workmen’s 

service up to eight o'clock, as the Act 

provided, and we have no complaint | 
to make of the Board of Trade since. 
The Board approved of the demands which 
bodies of workmen and associations had 
made, and they requested the companies 
to furnish facilities. In every case the 
Companies appealed. In two or three cas2s 
they appealed to the Railway Inspector, 
the late Sir Francis Marindin, but in the 
majority of cases they appealed to the 
Railway Commissioners, and these cases 
became trials in one of the High Courts, 
involving great expense. Three or four 
cases were proceeded with at a cost of 
£500 or £600, and as the subscriptions 
were not equal to the sympathy displayed 
by the workmen, and as the railway com- 
panies were very rich, the other cases had 
to be dropped. But in the three cases 
that were brought to trial the applicants 
succeeded in every case to a certain 
extent ; they got several new trains put 
on, and the principle that workmen were 
entitled to this service was laid down 
by the Railway Commissioners. But in 
these trials grievous defects were dis- 
covered in the legislation itself, and the 
proposals which we are now making in 
this Bill are to remedy these defects. 
They are not speculative, and will be 
found to be of a most moderate character. | 
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What is the main principle of this Bill ? 
It is that trains and traffic accommoda- 
tion, I will say tickets, must precede 
houses, as no person can live where 
there is no means of reaching his 
work. The object of the Bill is that 
up to 8 a.m. facilities should be given to 
every workman to reach his work. We 
do not want new trains, we only want 
tickets by the existing trains at cheap 
rates up to 8 am. It is said that if 
these cheap tickets are issued a loss 
would be thrown on the _ railway 
company; but it will be no greater 
than this House is entitled to impose. 
Let me quote one instance in proof of my 
argument. There is one railway running 
into London which has greater difficulties 
to contend with than any other—I mean 
the South Eastern and Chatham and 
Dover Railway. They have two most 
expensive bridges and have a very diffi- 
cult system to work, yet they give up to 
8 a.m. exactly what we are asking the 
House to compel all railway companies to 
give. They said to the Board of Trade 
that they had no room to put on other 
trains, but they wanted certain facilities 
from the House, and they became 
ingenious. I want other railways to 
become ingenious also, and meet this Bill 
in the same spirit as the South Eastern. 
They could not put on more trains, but 
they issued workmen’s tickets up to 
8 am. The result, as stated by the 
chairman of the company at the last 
annual meeting, was that they carried a 
million and a half more passengers, and 
although they had lost something like 


' £1,600 in revenue they were satisfied 


that the change would be of great benefit 
to the line, because they have brought 
workmen to live along it, and the com- 
pany would ultimately benefit because it 
would carry goods for these workmen 
and their families. The first clause of 
this Bill asks that every railway should 
do what the South Eastern are doing, 
and they will soon find that it will 
be to their great advantage to 
provide these facilities. The Great 
Eastern Railway also provides very 
good railway facilities for workmen, 
but does the House know why? When 
they wished to make great clearances in 
London—to build their Liverpool Street 
and Shoredicch Stations—they could not 
get their Bill through this House unless 


| they undertook to carry the workmen they 


dislodged down to more healthy localities 
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in the country. That is exactly what I ask | case against the Great Northern that if a 
tobe done generally. The Great Eastern | line belonged to two companies the Cheap 
has now a splendid suburban traffic, Trains Act could not be enforced against 
but if one or two or three railway com- them. For this reason there are no 
panies furnish these facilities while other workmen’s trains from Finsbury Park to 
railway companies do not, the result will Broad Street, and there is a similar cage 
be that you will transfer the slum from in Manchester. A clause in this Bill wil] 
Whitechapel or Bethnal Green down to enable the Railway Commissioners to 
Walthamstow or Enfield and provide just enforce the Act in such cases. There 
as bad a condition of affairsinthe suburbs is also a clause which enables 
as you have in the City. Land is almost costs to be allowed to workmen 
as dear in Walthamstow now asin London, by the Railway Commissioners, [| 
and with a congested population of think that is a very reasonable pro- 
70,000 or 80,000 the conditions are not position, and only brings this special law 
very much better than in London itself. into harmony with the generallaw. The 
That is the result which will follow if next provision is one to enable the local 
this legislation is not made general. I authorities to interfere. In the debate on 
want to give a precedent for this legis) Thursday last it was erroneously stated 
lation, because this House always seeks by the hon. and learned Member for 
for precedents, and if it gets a good one it South Shields that the local authorities 
willingly follows it. I refer to the ques- | could take action under the Act of 1883,* 
tion of tramways. Tramways have been I believe that is not accurate. At any 
built in this country for about thirty | rate the London County Council have 
years, but in 1869 this House adopted a | been advised that they cannot spend the 
principle with regard to tramways which ratepayers’ money in bringing these cases 
is embodied in a model clause, that every into court, and I think it is desirable that 
tramway must furnish facilities morning the law should be amended in this 
and evening to carry workmen to and from | respect. The President of the Board of 
their work. I am glad to say that the Board | Trade stated the other night that there 
of Trade and the authorities of the House was no difficulty in obtaining cheap 
haveeffected animprovementin thatclause | trains from the railway companies. I 
this year. It might be said that workmen | hope the right hon. Gentleman will not 
do not live along all tramways, and that | attempt to impress such a statement on 
there is no need to impose such conditions | the House. I have had long experience in 
in suburban localities, but, nevertheless, | thismatter, andinevery oneoftheninecases 
this House placed on all tramway com- brought before the Railway Commissioners 
panies an obligation to provide these | the companies fought as sternly as they 
facilities. Why should the House mete could. They appealed in every case, and 
out one law to the tramway companies | the appeals went ayainst them where they 
and another to the railway companies? were fought out. There are appeals at 
The reason is that the railway companies present pending against the London and 
are strong, rich, and well organised, and North Western and Midland Companies, 
are therefore able to defy the Board of but these cases have not been pressed on 
Trade and the country. I now ask the account of the expense. How, therefore, 
House to apply the same legislation to can the right hon. Gentleman say that 
railway companies as is applied to tram- the companies are willing to furnish these 
way companies. That is the main facilities? The Government have pledged 
provision in this Bill. We have no_ themselves to the principle of this legisla- 
desire to injure the railway companies, tion, and I hope they will give effect to 
but I believe most solemnly that if they | that principle by supporting the Second 
meet this demand in a generous spirit | Reading of this Bill. 

they will find that the service will be the | 

most remunerative part of their business,| Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Mid- 
and if they desire any amendments in the | dlesex, Uxbridge): I rise to second the 
first clause, so long as the principle of | motion. After the exhaustive speech of 
cheap tickets is maintained, we will be | the hon. Member I do not think it neces- 
glad to accept them, because we want to | . . obeceiit 
approach this matter in a practical spirit. , Debate on Housing of the Working Classes 


; toes: : : ct (1890) Amendment Bill. (See The Parlia- 
The other provisions in the Bill can be mentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 1xxxii., 





briefly dealt with. It was found in the paye 1263.) , 


Mr. Lough, 
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sary for me to detain the House for more | further facilities for the travelling public. 
thanafewminutes Itis mostdesirablethat | If that were not so, and if we who repre- 
all railways running into London should | sent railway companies are not to be heard 
be obliged to give greater facilities than | on matters of this kind, it would be a very 
are given at present. This question con- | serious state of things indeed, and it would 
cerns my constituents very much indeed, | be necessary to refer all these Bills, as semi- 
because they feel that as facilities are | private Bills, to Committees in order that 
given to other districts but not to them, ‘the railway companies might be heard 
they suffer serious injury. I would like| by counsel. Take, for example, the two 
to state one fact which will illustrate the-| speeches wehave just heard. I wish tomake 
attitude of some of the railway com-' no complaint of their tone, but they con- 
panies in this matter. The Great Western | tained allegations against particular rail- 
Railway were obliged to run a workman’s way companies. I do not know whether 
train from West Drayton to London every | these allegations are true or not, or partly 
morning. There was no place at West | true or not, but how can the House judge 
Drayton where they could keep that train | whether such allegations are or are not 
at night, and therefore they had to run it | true? I refer to these things mainly for 
into Uxbridge every night. It had to be| the purpose of trying to persuade the 
sent back to West Drayton every morn-| House to take a calm and reasonable 
ing, but the request of the workmen of | view of these proposals. As regards the 
Uxbridge to be allowed to travel by it | principal clause of the Bill, the hon. Mem- 
was refused and it was run back empty. | ber for West Islington displayed a spirit 
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That shows the necessity of having 


powers to make the railway companies | 


carry out their duty. Staines is very 
much in the same condition. The com- 
pany would not allow workmen to travel 


from Staines, or even allow them to walk | 


from Staines to Ashford to secure cheap 
tickets. This is a question which affects 


the working men around London, and the | 
House would do well to read the Bill a | 


second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second | 


time.” 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 


Hallam): I am convinced that in this | 
matter the House is desirous of doing | 


strict justice, and that it will not be led 


away by the attractiveness of a Bill for | 
cheap trains. The House will remember | 


that there are already very ample statu- 
tory powers—though possibly not ample 
enough—to compel the railway companies 
to provide services of cheap trains where 
needed. It may be said that no one 


which I am sure the railway companies 
will be glad to meet—namely, a spirit of 
compromise—which I am bound to say 
would have been more acceptable if it 
had not been preceded by phrases about 
a conspiracy between railway companies 
and the Board of Trade, and other ex-parte 
allegations. I believe that if compro- 
mise is possible the railway companies will 
in this case, as in others, be willing to 
ienter on it. The proposal in this Bill is 
| that where initial risks have to be taken 
| the railway companies are to take them. 
| Is that reasonable? The hon. Member 
has not concealed his desire that no risk 
should be taken by the speculative builder 
or by the local authority, but that it 
should be taken by the railway companies, 
who are to provide facilities for a popu- 
lation which may never arise. It may be 
| well to remind the House what the exist- 
ing legislation on the subject is. The 
| law says that railway companies may be 
| called on to provide sufficient workmen’s 
‘trains for workmen going to and return- 
|ing from their work between 6 o'clock in 





criticises any Bill of this character except | the evening and 8 o’clock in the morning. 
the representatives of the railway pro- | Listening to the hon. Member, it would 
prietors. That is due to the fact that | be thought that no such power existed. 
from the nature of the case the informa- | The bargain which was made between the 
tion necessary is in possession of such railway companies and the Exchequer 
representatives and of them alone. 1) was that the companies should receive a 
believe that the House will approach this | remission of passenger duty in certain 
Bill in a fair spirit, and that it desires | cases and in certain cases only—namely, 
that railway companies should be treated | where they provided accommodation at a 
ina reasonable manner, so as to induce | rate less than one penny per mile. How 
the investing public to come forward | can it therefore be alleged that there is 
when their money is required to provide |some further outstanding obligation on 
i 
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the companies in consideration of that 


arrangement * What we say is that the 


conditions on which it is proposed by this 
Bill to extend the definite obligations 
provided in the Act of 1883 are such as 
should not in common fairness be laid 
upon the railway companies, and that it 
is not reasonable to ask the railway com- 
panies to enter upon what would be a 
burdensome and unremunerative service. 
Tam sure that the companies will be very 
glad to take advantage of any spirit of 
compromise either as regards tickets or 
special carriages. I de not profess to be 
acquainted with the technical character of 
the arrangements which should be carried 
out, but [ am quite sure that the railway 
companies are not disposed to take up an 
unreasonable attitude in the matter. 
We contend that Parliament should 
not sanction a speculation the whole 
cost of which, if it fails, must be 
borne by the railway company. 
Let us take Clause 2, which is not the 
mere simple matter that the hon. Gentle- 
man says it is. I was surprised to be 
told that the Cheap Trains Act, 1883, 
did not apply to joint-owned lines. I 
very much doubt whether that is good 
law. The Bill would make the Cheap 
Trains Act apply not only to joint- 
owned lines, but to two lines owned by 
two separate companies which have a 
junction, and it will thus create a sort of 
compulsory running powers without the 
intervention of Parliament, and thereby 
provide us with workmen’s trains in a 
locality never contemplated, and where 
accommodation had never been provided 
for them. I submit that before that is 
done there should be some more inquiry as 
to particular cases than would be afforded 


in the standing Committee upstairs, or} 


even a Committee of the whole House. 
Those junctions go far to form a great 
network of lines, in places like the metro- 
polis, for promoting the easy interchange 
of passenger traffic, and, what is more im- 
portant, of goods traffic which goes through 
at night from one system to another ; and 
if this quasi-penal condition is to be 
attached to the existence of these junc- 
tions, railway companies in the future 


- will probably consider a long time before 


permitting them to be made, for the un- 
remunerative traffic would be placed on 
them. Let us look at Clause 3. Where 
the Board of Trade, having reason 
to believe that a proper and suffi- 
cient service of workmen’s trains is 


Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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not provided within the meaning of the 
principal Act, are nevertheless required 
by the company, or any of the companies 
concerned, to refer the matter for the 
decision of the Railway and Canal Com- 
missioners, such company or companies 
shall pay the costs of the applicants to the 
Board of Trade appearing as parties to 
the reference, unless it is proved to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioners that a 
proper and sufficient service of workmen’s 
trains had in fact been provided before 
the date of the reference. Here we have 
evidence of animosity against the com- 
panies. What answer is there to the 
principle that those who start frivolous 
applications should be condemned in costs! 
Is it fair or just that great and wealthy cor- 
porations like the London County Council 
or the Town Councils of Liverpool, Leeds, 
or Manchester, are to be permitted to 
enter the lists and promote schemes which 
are held by the Railway Commissioners 
to be frivolous and vexatious, and yet not 
be condemned to pay costs, while the 
railway companies are condemned in costs 
for resisting a claim? This is a matter 
in which, if a reasonable spirit is shown, 
some accommodation might be arrived at ; 
but I cannot see a reasonable spirit in 
that clause. I am sure that this Bill, if 
unamended, will work considerable in- 
justice against those who, through a long 
series of years, have provided the money 
for making these railways. I think that 
reforms like these, however desirable in 
themselves, ought not to be laid on the 
shoulders of a particular class, and they 
ought to be made a matter of careful in- 
quiry before being adopted by this House. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I largely recognise 
the conciliatory way in which the right 
hon. Member for the Hallam Division 
of Sheffield has met the proposals in 
the Bill. The speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Islington in moving the 
Second Reading of the Bill was also con- 
ciliatory. I think that the right hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken as to the object 
of Clause 3 in reference to costs. There 
isaright of appeal to the Board of Trade or 
tothe Railway Commissioners. If, however, 
either of the parties insist on the appeal 
going tothe Railway Commissioners instead 
of to the Board of Trade, the Board of 
Trade had no jurisdiction to decide the case. 
We want to make these appeals as cheap 
as possible, and therefore to bring the 








325 


compl: 
inquir 
€ 
object 
the Ra 
volve 
of the 
such-li 
final c 
is sim) 
case 11 
pensiv 
have 
that t 
tions, 
shoulc 
counst 
the p 
wealt! 
ferred 
bring 
Let 
The a 
the \ 
has 
or tw 
broug 
Trade 
Comn 
substi 
invoh 
befor 
while 
Comr 
£600 
very 
Comr 
good 
subst 
claus 
it is, 
unde 
assen 
other 
Sout 
and . 
struc 
panic 
sion 
sevel 
the 
chea 
this 
some 
the . 
that 
othe 
very 
Stat 
out 





- 
- 


a 2 ee ee ee FO eS ee SO SS ee ee ee. ee 


~— Sh oS He ae wa Ww 


325 Cheap Trains 


complaints before the Board of Trade for 
inquiry, which is a practically inexpensive 
eding. Butif the railway companies 
object to that, and insist on going before 
the Railway Commissioners, that would in- 
yolye considerable expense and put it out 
of the power of the trade unions and 
such-like bodies carrying the case to a 
final conclusion. The object of Clause 3 
is simply that, if one of the parties to the | 
case insist on carrying it to the more ex- | 
pensive tribunal, they should practically 
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largely because there is this discrepancy 
between the companies, and because we 
believe the Board of Trade have not sufti- 
cient power to insist on further facilities 
for cheap trains being given, that this 
Bill has been introduced. The Bill itself 
is not of a very drastic character. I had 
a circular this morning, in which it was 
stated that it gives power to corporations 
and urban authorities to insist on greater 
facilities being given. It does nothing 
of the sort. The whole responsibility 


have to pay the costs in regard to 'rests on the Board of Trade or Railway 
that tribunal. They are wealthy cornora- | Commissioners, and it will remain with 
tions, and naturally desire that their case | the Board of Trade or the Railway Com- 


should be heard with the assistance of | 
counsel ; but it practically puts it out of | 
the power of anyone, excepting some | 
wealthy municipalities like those re- 
ferred to by the hon. Gentleman, to 
bring his case to a final conclusion. | 
Let me give an instance in point. | 
The association to which my hon. friend | 


missioners. The Bill does not give any 
power to any local authority, local body,. 
or individual, to insist on facilities being 
given, except under the discretion and 
assent of the Board of Trade or Railway 
Commissioners as at present. 


Mr. JACKSON (Leeds, N.): Will the: 
hon. Member look at Clause 4 ? 





the Member for West Islington belongs | 
has done much good in the last year) *Mr, SYDNEY BUXTON: That clause 
or two in regard to cheap trains. They | simply enables county councils, urban 
brought one case before the Board of | district councils, etc., to make application 
Trade, and another before the Railway | to the Board of Trade to order that. 
Commissioners. In each case they were | greater facilities may be given. It gives 
substantially successful in the issue | them power to make themselves parties. 
involved, but the whole cost of that to a case a power which it is doubtful 
before the Board of Trade was only £5,| they at present possess. If we are to 
while the cost of that before the Railway | have the legislation of 1883 at all, I 
Commissioners was between £500 and | cannot see how you can properly exclude 
£600. The wording of the clause is not | these local bodies from having a locus 
very clear, but it can be amended in | standi in the matter, so that they may state 
Committee, and the object of it is very | the case of the inhabitants in their 
good — Coming to what is the district. 

substantial part of the Bill—the first | T 7 

clause—-I think the principle involved in | 1 0 np ne, Semen ee 
it is, at all events, one which the House | ae. apelin tees 

under the Act of 1883 has already! *Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: But the: 
assented to, and which was endorsed the | right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
other day in the Bill to amalgamate the | North Leeds apparently objects to these 
South Eastern and London, Chatham | local bodies being brought into connection 
s gy Railways. In 1883 the State | with the matter. 

struck a bargain with the railway com- | <SON- W i 

panies, that in consideration of sles emai Bo ag see poco et 
sion of Imperial taxation, amounting in| pay gid not give ake ane “bower ‘of 
seventeen years to eight or ten millions, | (anding thi od ° hi 

the railway companies should provide | P hee banteseel 

cheap trains for working men. Now,| *Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I say it 
this Bill is Introduced because, while | does not give them the power of insisting 
some companies have met the spirit of | on railway facilities, but it gives them 
the Act very largely, and have done all | power to appear for their clients before 
that we could properly expect of them, the Board of 'T'rade or the Railway Commis- 
other companies, having pocketed the | sioners, and it does seem to me a matter 
very large sums given to them by the in which, under our system of representa- 
State, have really done nothing to carry | tive local government, and in reference 
out the spirit of the Act. It is very |to questions of housing, we ought to 
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give them this facility and these powers. | monopolies, to give these facilities to the 
As regards Clause 1, there seems aj working classes who use their line. The 
great alarm on the Pas of some gen- | whole object of the bargain of 1883 was 
tlemen that this Bill may really force | to enable them to meet some loss if it 
@ particular railway company, at a par-| was incurred. Sir Frederick Peel, sitting 
ticular moment, to start an empty train | as a Railway Commissioner and dealing 


= 
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in the expectation that at some time in 


the future a sufficient number of work- | 


men will be found to fill it. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Leeds 
seems to think that that will be the result 
of the Bill ; but that fear was effectually 
disposed of by the hon. Member for West 


with this particular point, said— 

“Tt has been argued that these trains might 
| be run at a loss, and that the companies could 
| not, therefore, afford to run them. But the 
| companies obtain a large sum every year con- 
| ditionally on their running workmen’s trains, 
| and there is no occasion to consider how these 
‘trains stand as regards pecuniary profit, 


Islington in the very conciliatory way in | because they save the company from paying 
which he desired to meet the objection to | railway — on all fares that do not exe 
the Bill by hon. Gentlemen opposite. He | * Pony ® me. indy 

said that the object they had in view in | Although there may be objection to some 
promoting the Bill was not that you | Of the wording of the Bill, I do not think 
should insist on empty trains being there is any difference of opinion between 
run on the chance of working men going | those supporting and those Opposing '® 
out to, and filling up a particular district,| We are agreed that, under the Bill of 





but that you should insist on the right of 
each working man, under the bargain of 
1883, to claim the facility of a cheap 
train. 
order to meet that in the simplest way a 
cheap ticket should be issued for ordinary 
trains in cases where the existing demand 
for accommodation was not sufficient to 
justify the running of a whole workman’s 
train. My hon. friend has explained 
what he wants with great lucidity, and 
leaves it to the Committee to make 
amendments in the Bill, although he him- 
self does not think amendment necessary. 
Hon. Gentleraen opposite seem to think 
that considerable loss would be involved 
to the companies if that principle were 
accepted. I do not think such a loss would 
accrue. We have evidence on the part 
of those railways which give the greatest 
facilities that it has involved no loss, 
but been a very considerable gain to them. 
My hon. friend behind me quoted the case 
of the South-Eastern and London, Chat- 
ham, and Dover Railway, and that is the 
experience also of the South-Western 
line, which, I am glad to think, gives 
greater facilities for late workmen’s trains 
than any other line. I do not think, there- 
fore, that it is very likely that there will 
be any loss at all ; but I am bound to say 
that on two grounds we are entitled to 
ask for these facilities, even if there be 
some loss. In the first place, the railway 
companies should carry out the bargain 
they made in 1883; and in the second 
place, the railways are great monopolist 
companies, and therefore bound, under the 
ordinary relations of the State to such 


Mr. Sydney Burton. 


My hon. friend proposes that in | 


| 1883, a bargain was struck, and that 
| under that bargain each working man—— 


| 


| Mr. JACKSON: No. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Each group 
of working men. 
| Mr. JACKSON: Workmen’s trains 
not workmen. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: “ Work- 
| men’s trains ” surely means the trains that 
| carry the workmen. The object of Par- 
liament was to increase the facilities for 
working men to go by cheap trains. I 

have shown that there will be no loss 
in granting these facilities; but if 
‘there were, it would be amply com- 
|pensated by the £600,000 or £700,000 
‘a year which the railway companies 
are receiving in consequence of the 
bargain struck in 1883. The difficulty 
‘that has arisen had its origin in a 
‘case in which the right hon. Gentleman 
‘the chairman of the Great Northern 
| Railway was interested. In that case it 
‘was held that there would be a certain 
demand for a certain train service in the 
' district, if only the facilities were given ; 
|and the argument of the railway com- 
|pany was that at the present moment 
there was not sufficient evidence to show 
that there was such a demand by work- 
men already in the district as to justify 
the company in putting on a special cheap 
train. 


Mr. JACKSON : Additional train. 
*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Well, addi- 


tional train. That was the question 
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shown that at a particular moment there 
were enough workmen there to fill up the 
train, then they would be in a position to 
insist on its being run; but that until 
that moment arose, the Railway Commis- 


compel the companies to put on an addi- 
tional train. It was in consequence of 
that decision that this Bill has been 
brought forward. The whole difficulty is 
this: Who is to decide the moment when 
it becomes obligatory on the railway 
companies to provide additional trains ? 
The companies say they cannot run an 
empty or any other train unless it is to 
be properly used. My hon. friend behind 


isnot to endeavour to decide the parti- 
cular moment when there are enough 
workmen to go by an additional train, 
but to issue cheap tickets by existing 
trains, and thus test gradually whether 
the increase of workmen travellers is 


in putting on an additional train, and to 
enable the Railway Commissioners to 
insist upon it themselves. It is very hard 
that particular workmen in a district, 
because they do not happen to be numerous 
enough at a particular part of the line, at a 
given moment, to justify the Railway Com- 
missioners taking action, should for years 


which Parliament intended they should 
have. That is the whole position, and I 


difference of opinion between the two 


ciple of the case. 
friend will be glad to favourably consider 
any amendment whereby the difficulty in 
which we find ourselves can be met, and 


obtain those facilities for cheap travel to 
and from their work which Parliament 
decreed in 1883 that they should have. 


Mr. JACKSON: Let me say at the 
outset that I recognise the moderation 
and reasonableness of the speech of the 
mover of the Second Reading of the Bill, 
and those who followed him, including 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down. But it appears to me that there 
is a little confusion in their minds, 
because, if I am correct, they have 
apparently misunderstood the effect of 
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before the Railway Commissioners, and | 
they decided that if evidence could be, 


sion, as such, were not in a position to. 


‘deal with that question. 
me says the true solution of the question | 


such as to justify the railway company | 
' should have an opportunity of living out 


be debarred from obtaining those facilities | 
| listen to this—“are fewer, or that the 


am glad to find that there is very small | 


sides of the House in regard to the prin- | 
I am sure my hon. | 


whereby workmen working in different , 
parts of the suburbs may be able to, 
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the Bill which is before the House. Their 
speeches have been directed, in the most 
reasonable spirit of compromise, to try 
and find some solution of the diffi- 
culty which they recognise to exist, 
which we admit to exist, and which 
we sympathise with to the fullest 
extent. But that is not in the Bill. 
The hon. Member for Poplar spoke of 
facilities being offered to workmen—or, 
let us say, small bodies or groups of 
workmen—living in country districts and 
wanting to come to their work in the 
great centre of London. But the pro- 
posal in the Bill does not deal with that 
question. The case which was brought 
before the Railway Commission did not 
The County 
Council on that occasion argued that 
what they wanted—and this is what the 
Bill endeavoured to give effect to—was 
that if they proved that in the neigh- 
bourhood of King’s Cross or St. Pancras 
there were a number of people who were 
crowded together in a small area, and 
that it was desirable that these people 





in the country, then the railway com- 
panies should provide additional trains. 
Clause 1 provides that where it is proved 
that “there is a difficulty in housing, 
near their place of work, workmen em- 


| ployed in the urban district, and that the 


workmen’s trains provided by the rail- 
way company on such railway ”—-just 


fares by such trains are higher in propor- 
tion to mileage than on another railway 
serving the same or similar urban 
district,” then the Railway Commission 
should have no discretion, but they shall 


decide that an increased number of 
trains must be provided. That is 
not the question which has_ been 


argued, or the suggestion which has — 
been made by those supporting the Bill. 
It is not the case that the Great Northern 
Railway Company refused to provide 
facilities for workmen travelling by their 
railway into London. Not at all. What 
the Great Northern Company said in the 
case to which reference has been made 
was that in their opinion there were 
already a sufficient number cf workmen’s 
trains provided, and I think I shall be 
able to convince the hon. Gentleman that 
the answer which the Great Northern 
Company made has been proved to the 
hilt by the test of actual experience. Let 
me just say a word in regard to the 
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suggestion thrown out by the hon. 
Member for West Islington in moving the 
Second Reading of the Bill, and which 
really formed the main part of his speech. 
He has explained to the House that what 
he wants is not workmen’s trains but 
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suggestion being carried out—the system, 
namely, of determining by question and 
examination as to whether the applicant 
was a man of the class to which it was in- 
tended to give the cheap workman’s ticket. 
I do not know the details of the plan to 
which the hon. Gentleman referred, which 





workmen’s tickets. Now, with all respect, | 
I think it must be generally admitted | has been adopted by the Great Eastern 
that what the Cheap Trains Act did was| and the London, Chatham, and Dover 
to stipulate that workmen’s trains were Companies. As I understand, there is a 
to be provided under certain circum-' plan of issuing the tickets which insures 
stances. I should like to say that the | that these tickets are restricted*to the 
suggestion which the hon. Member has | men who are entitled to have them under 
made is absolutely impracticable in all! the Act. But how are you going to dis- 
cases. [ will go further, and say that if|tinguish and differentiate between the 
that suggestion had come before me on| workman who earns £2 per week and the 
any former occasion I would have given | clerk who earns 30s. per week? Who, in 
it, that which I now say without any |that case, is the more entitled to the 
pressure should be given—namely, the | cheap ticket ? 


fullest consideration as to whether it is a | pecs te 

practical proposal or not. Legislation is ' Rs Mr. LOUGH: Give it to both of 
not necessary for that, and this Bill does | “"°™ 

not deal with that question. It proposes) Mr. JACKSON: Of course the hon. 
to make an alteration on the Act of 1883, | Member by that answer admits that there 
and to read this Bill with that Act.) is a real difficulty in drawing the line 
But there is nothing in that Act about between working men and those not in- 
workmen’s cheap tickets by other , cluded in the classification for workmen's 
trains than workmen’s trains. This! trains. I do not discredit the suggestion. 
suggestion is one which may _pos-| I think it is worthy of consideration, and 
sibly have a larger bearing, and may | if it is practicable, in view of the difficul- 
prove to be more practicable than at first | ties that exist, it might overcome to some 
sight appears, although whether it is| extent the putting on of additional trains 
possible or not to carry it out I cannot | which do not earn anything like the cost 
say. But I do say that, if it has some | of running. I hope that the House will 
advantages, there is at any rate the | recognise that there is no desire, I may 
absence of some disadvantages which | say there has never been any desire, on 
apply to workmen’s trains. In the first | the part of the railway companies to do 
place, I hope the House will recognise—I | otherwise than encourage by all the means 
believe they do—the physical difficulties | in their power the development of the 
which exist in connection with putting | traffic on their lines, whether it is that of 
on additional trains on the lines running workmen or of any other class of pas- 
into London. This is not a question of | senger. I must again point out that that 
the railway companies being unwilling | is not the Bill which is before the House. 
to try to meet the difficulty. When the | The hon. Member for West Islington spoke 
Cheap Trains Act was passed in 1883 it | of this Bill as containing two principles, or 
was fully admitted that the hour of com- | rather of the Cheap Trains Act, which 
mencing work was earlier than at the | this Bill is intended to amend, as contain- 
present time. It is still the fact that a| ing two principles. These he described 
great many workmen do commence work |as that all railway companies should 
at an hour much earlier than 8 o’clock in | provide workmen’s trains in return 
the morning. The object of the Cheap! for the advantages which they were 
Trains Act was to ensure that workmen’s supposed to receive by the reduction of 
trains should be provided to give the | certain duties under the Cheap Trains 
greatest facilities to the largest body of | Act ; and that the State should compen- 
workmen. I may say in connection with | sate the railways for the loss, if any, that 
would be incurred by the provision of 
these trains. Now, this principle has 
been endorsed by the hon. Member for 
Poplar—that the State should compensate 
the railway companies. 


the suggestion that has been thrown out 
that it is not free from difficulty, because 
I know of nothing more objectionable 
than the system which it would be 
necessary to adopt in the event of the 


Mr. Jackson. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Has 'case which was before the Railway 
compensated. Commission, to which reference has 
been made, any further, because I shall 

Mr. JACKSON: Has compensated: | be able to show that what happened in 
that would be still better. I do not that case was that it was agreed, with 
know whether there is any restriction in ¢he consent of the Railway Commission, 
the use of the word “compensation.” I that an experiment should be made with 
would call it compensation if they had 4.5 additional trains, with liberty on the 
been compensated to the extent of the part of either of the parties to the pro- 
joss they had sustained. I think that is posal to come before the Commission after 
areasonable description of compensation ; jhe experiment had been tried and 
bat I think I shall be able to show that ack for a reconsideration of the matter. 
that is by no means the case in regard to Reference has been made to what is 
what has beendone. I sayit in no spirit cajjed the bargain made between the 
of criticism or complaint, but, as a matter railway company and the Government 
of fact, there is a misapprehension as to with regard to the cheap trains. If 
what has been obtained and as to the « bargain ” is the proper word, I am will- 
amount of relief that has been gs by ing to adopt it for many purposes. A 
the railway companies, or, at al _ events, bargain was made that, in return for the 
as to the amount of the facilities, and reduction of some duties and the re- 
the cost of these facilities, which have mission of others, the railway companies 
been provided for the travelling public. should under certain circumstances be 
I shall be able to show by a concrete case | called upon to provide certain facilities. 
how the matter stands, and the House Those facilities were that they should 
will then be in a position to judge provide a sufficient service of work- 
whether the public have any grievance | man’s trains at reasonable fares. The 
against the railway companies on the power to determine whether the ser- 
ground of not having provided facilities yice was sufficient or whether the fares 
to the fullest extent that the Cheap were reasonable was left to the Railway 
Trains Act intended. The hon. Mem- Commissioners in event of any difference 
ber for West Islington, desiring to take arising between the company and the 
what he called a broad and liberal Board of Trade, to whom in the first 
view, extended the hours which place application was to be made. The 
he thought were covered _by the particular point which was before the 
Cheap Trains Act. He first pointed out | House and before the Government, at 
that the railway companies, although not ‘the time that Bill was passed, was the 
all of them, had given trains right down desire to try and improve the facilities 
tothe last moment stated by the Act, for the urban districts, they being the 
and then pointed out that in his opinion ¢rowded districts which needed relief. 
it would be a great advantage to the rail-- The railway companies accepted the 
way companies if these cheap facilities policy, which was to try by all means 
were extended to nine or halt-past nine jy their power to spread the popula- 
in the morning. tion and make them live in less crowded 
tH: i districts. That policy is required to-day 
cpa aemaren in as great an eaten as in 1883, and 
Mr. JACKSON: That is better than perhaps to a greater extent ; but I think 
half-past nine. I am sure there is no I shall be able to show, taking a par- 
one who is better acquainted than he is ticular case as an illustration, that the 
with the difficulty which exists at the conditions have been greatly improved. 
London stations in dealing with the The urban passengers mainly were to 
existing traffic, and the almost insuper- benefit, but of course other passengers 
able diticulty there would be in dealing | were to benefit as well—and let me point 
with any increase in that traffic at half- out the enormous increase which has 
past nine in the morning. And therefore | taken place in the development of the 
the House may take it that it is a| passenger traffic in the railways of this 
physical impossibility, whatever may be | country since the year 1883. It is almost 
the desire of the railway companies, for | true, I think, to say that on all trains— 
them to put on additional trains at | certainly on the northern lines—there 
present at that hour of the day. I think are now third-class facilities which did 
Ineed not deal with the question of the | not exist in 1883. It is also true to say 
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that since the abolition of the second 
class on some of the lines—and it may be 
said to be true of all lines—the third- 
class carriages of to-day are immeasurably 
superior in convenience to what they were 
then ; and therefore the enormous increase 
in the third-class passengers to which the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West Is- 
lington refersis partly due, firstly, tothe fact 
that they are carried in nearly all the ex- 
press trains in the country, and, secondly, 
that there has been such an enormous 
improvement in the comfort and the pro- 
vision made for these persons in these 
trains. The third-class passenger does 
not pay duty, because he does not pay 
more than ld. a mile, and therefore I 
think the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Islington made some slight mistake 
in the calculation as to the receipts from 
the third-class traffic. I take a con- 
crete case for two reasons ; first, because 
I know the facts with regard to it; and 
second, because I believe it will be found 
on investigation that the experience of 
the Great Northern Railway was . no 
exception to the generairule. It is not 
because they have done more than the 
other railway companies ; and having made 
that admission it goes without saying that 
I claim for the other railway companies 
what I claim for the Great Northern 
Railway, and that what I find applies to 
that company applies to all the 
others. I take the figures of the Great 
Northern Railway, which as I say are 
equally applicable to the other great lines 
of the country. Before the Railway 
Commissioners, recently, the statistical 
officer of the London County Council 
stated that the remission of the duties 
meant a saving of £35,000 a year to the 
Great Northern. The company themselves 
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| was to secure the cheapening of travelling 
' generally ; and the second, to give to a 
| particular class in urban districts greater 
facilities than they had, at reasonable 
fares. What had been the result? The 
season-ticket holders, many of whom may 
be described as workmen, had to pay, in 
|addition to the fare which was charged 
for the journey, an additional sum which 
‘represented the amount of the duty. 
That amount was collected by the com- 
| panies as the agents for the Government, 
and when the tax was remitted it was no 
| longer charged, but went into the season- 
ticket holders pockets. Therefore in 
that case the season-ticket holders have 
got in full what Parliament intended they 
should have. In the case of the Great 
Northern Railway Company the amount 
of duty thus dealt with was £23,500 a 
year, which disposed of a large portion of 
the remission said to have been received 
by that company under the Act. In 
| addition to that there was a certain com- 
| pulsory reduction in fares for soldiers, 
sailors, and public officers—this sum 
in the case of the Great Northern 
/ amounting to £6,000 a year. Then there 
was the class for whica the relief was 
mainly given—namely, the workmen. 
|The company ran a certain number of 
| trains called half-fare trains, and a certain 
‘number of workmen’s trains at quarter 
|fares. The reduction of the fares 
represented by these cheap trains 
/amounted to close upon £30,000 a year. 
| Therefore, as regards the remission and the 
| relief given to this company, there has 
| been a saving of some £27,000 a year, 
whilst they are at present bearing a 
| burden which they did not before bear of 
£60,000 a year. I think that these 
‘figures entitle me to say that the railway 


have gone into the matter very carefully ;, companies have not unfairly performed 
but they have taken out the whole of | their full share of the bargain of 1883. 
the traffic since 1883, arid have worked Then, in the terms of the Act, we 
out what would have been paid under | were to provide these workmen’s trains 
the old duties and what had been paid | and run a reasonable number of trains 
since, and deducting the amount which, at reduced fares. Well, the Great 


has been paid from that which would | Northern Company actually run, be- 


have had to be paid, it showed a saving | tween the hours of 5 and 7.30 in the 
of something under £30,000 a year. | morning, twelve trains at a quarter fare. 
‘That is a considerable sum, no doubt ; but | In addition to that, we run nine trains at 
what has become of it? It has not/ half fare, and following on what was done 
gone into the pockets of the share-| before the Commissioners, we ran two 
holders of the Great Northern. It was | experimental trains at a later hour, in 
not, of course, intended that it should. It | order to test the question as to whether 
was intended that the travelling public | these trains were required to give what 
should receive in exchange for that re-| accommodation was wanted, and would 
mission of duties two things. The first | not take away any of the traffic from the 





Mr. Jackson. 
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present trains. Well, these twenty-three 
trains meant, in three hours, a train 
every eight or nine minutes. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Can the hon. Gentle- 
man tell the House how many trains are 
run, altogether, by the Great Northern 
Railway in those three hours 4 
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| as the amount of money they are paying 

over and above the remission, is bearing 
| on these twelve trains the whole burden 
| of half the cost of working these trains all 
| the year round. These figures have been 
| given for the purpose of showing that if 
| the passengers were there the company 
| would not be running empty trains, and 


Ay 1900} 


Mr. JACKSON : I cannot answer that | that, therefore, is proof positive that the 
question, but I think this is the answer | Company is fulfilling to the letter its 


to what isin the hon Gentleman’s mind | share of the bargain of 1883. 


I might 


_that if this isa small proportion it is | #!80 say that some of the trains in ques- 


insufficient. But the County Council told | 
us that the Great Northern Railway 
was one of the companies which prevented | 
workmen living on their line, and that | 
this Bill was wanted to facilitate that 
trafic which would grow if facilities were | 
given. Ithink after my statement that 
there are twenty-three trains in the three | 
hours, it is difficult to suppose an 


tion did not earn much more than 8d. 
per mile, or not over a quarter of the 
cost of working. The two experimental 
trains which the company had agreed to 
run gave them an opportunity of bring- 
ing these figures up to date. These trains 
were to leave Enfield at 6.35 and 
6.48 respectively. The company assented 
o run these trains for six months in 


additional number is necessary if, as| order to test for themselves the con- 
we are told, no workmen live upon the | tations of the County Council, and they 


line. 
*Mr. LOUGH: It depends upon the 


number of the branches. 


Mr. JACKSON: That is so. There 
is a branch at Finsbury Park, from which 
one train goes in one direction, and | 
another in another. 


| are continuing to run them in order to 


really find out the facts. Most clearly it 
is to the interest of the railway company 
|not only to offer facilities, but to run 
these trains as far as it is physically 
possible at the periods when they are 
most likely to be wanted. What has been 
the result? The company said at the 


One train goes to | time that the service was sufficient, and 


Enfield, one in the direction of Finchley, | that a train at 6.48 would be likely to be 


and one down the main line. But those | 
trains have to come through the most | 
crowded part of London, and if you in- 


availed of by a large number of persons 
who then travelled at five o'clock in the 
morning. The result was that one of 


crease them, you must very much increase | these trains only earned half the cost of 


the aggregate number of trains which 
would have to come into London, 
into London stations. I should have 
thought that a sufficient service, and, as a 
matter of fact, it has been found to be 
more than sufficient. I think I shall be 
able to show that the object and intention 
of Parliament by the Cheap Trains Act 
was not to use the money of the share- 


and | nearly 


working it, whilst the other train earned 
the cost of working _ it. 
These were quarter-fare trains, and into 
them had gone the passengers who _be- 
| fore had travelled by the previous train 
_and the subsequent train, with the result 
| that nearly the whole of the earnings of 
| these two trains arose from the depletion 


|of the earnings in other trains, which 


holders of railway companies to develop | still continued to run, and which now 


new districts, but that it was the plain 


|did not earn their working cost. This 


and simple intention of Parliament that | proved very conclusively that the con- 
they should provide a sufficient service of | tention of the railway company was not 


trains to carry any workmen who desired 
to be carried to their work. On that 
basis I think it will be found that the 
company provided a great many more 
trains than were necessary for the use’ of 
passengers. These twelve quarter-fare 


trains which were provided do not earn 
on an average one-half the cost of working 
these trains, and therefore the company, in 
addition to the figure I have already stated | 


an unreasonable one. The view of the 
railway companies is not a_ hostile 
attitude to the principle of providing 
a sufficient number of trains, but that 
this Bill, if it is passed, containing the 
principle which it does, will take it out 
of the power of the Board of Trade and 
out of the discretion of the Railway 
Commissioners to consider whether 
facilities which are already provided 
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are sufficient and reasonable or not.| House called the Cheap Trains Bill, 
The first clause of the Bill provides that | Both he and the right hon. Gentleman 
if certain things are proved in regard to|the Member for the Hallam Division of 
the population and the houses available | Sheffield dealt with what I may call the 


then it shall be determined that a suffi- | railway side of the Bill. 


They argued 


cient number of trains is not provided. I | each clause as it stands now in the Bill, 
contend that such an Act should not be | and they proved, I think, to the satisfac. 


‘imposed upon the railway companies in 
anticipation of traffic and passengers 
which might never come. I would point 
out that the Great Eastern Company, 
which has a really enormous suburban 
traffic to deal with, is only under statu- 
tory obligation to run two workmen’s 
trains, and yet to-day the company itself, 


finding that the traffic had grown, has | 
made very large additions indeed to the | 


number of these trains. It is not reason- 
.able to put upon the railway companies a 


costly service of trains for which there | 
are not passengers enough to meet half | 
I confidently | 
predict that the President of the Board of | 


tthe cost of the service. 


Trade will say that in no case, even under 
‘the present Act, where an application has 
been brought before the Board of Trade, and 


where they had been satisfied that a case | 
‘was made out, had there been any diffi- | 
‘culty in obtaining what was wanted | 
If that is| 
true as regards the present law, then, | 
unless you want to impose an unreason- | 


from the railway companies. 


able obligation on the companies—namely, 


to provide trains where there are no/| 
“passengers for them—the present law gives | 


the Board of Trade ample power to deal 
with the matter. Further than that, the 
railway companies themselves, once it could 


‘be proved that there was a traffic to| 
carry, have never hesitated to provide | 


‘additional trains if within their power 
to do so, even if they involved a 


charge of one-half the cost of working. | 
If this is the point, then the alteration of | 


principle involved in this Bill is unreason- 
ably unfair and unnecessary. 
either unreasonable or unnecessary, I 
think the House will not hesitate to trust 
to the existing law, and give further time 
for consideration to the suggestion as 
regards cheap tickets. For all these 


| 


‘faction of those present in the House 
that the arguments advanced by the hon, 
| Member for West Islington had not been 
| proved, and that the bargain, as it is 
called, between the railway companies 
and the public made at the time of the 
|Cheap Trains Act of 1883 had been 
properly carried out in a spirit of equity 
and fairness by the railway companies, 
and that the remission of the passenger 
duty had been spent by the railway 
companies for the benefit of the pas 
sengers in other cases than that for which 
the railway companies agreed to act as 
collectors for the Government. But there 
is another aspect of the Bill before the 
House at the present time which I should 
like to be allowed to take up to-day, and 
that is the aspect of the shareholder ina 
railway in which, as the possessor of 
private property, he has invested his 
money. It is perfectly true, and I have 
no wish to hide it from the House, that 
I am one of the directors of the London 
and North-Western Railway Company, 
| but I do not wish to argue from the 
point of view of a director, but as a 
shareholder in what I believe to bea 
‘thoroughly sound commercial under- 
, taking. It seems to me that this is one 
of those peculiar attempts to benefit a 
particular class of the community at 
the expense of private property. 
‘These attempts are getting more and 
more numerous in the House, especially 
on Wednesdays which are devoted to 
private legislation. It would appear that 


| 


_when some enterprising individual wants 


If it is| 


reasons, I beg to move that this Bill be | 


read a second time this day six months. 


*CoLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): The right hon. Member for 


to enter upon private legislation, the rail- 
way companies are to be his favourite 
hunting ground. It rather reminds me 
of a gentleman in Pickwick who suddenly 
conceived an idea and rushed into a wine 
shop to write it down. Private in- 
dividuals in this case are suddenly fired 
with an idea, and it seems to be a Chea 
Trains Bill. It is a taking title. It 
' secures a certain amount of popularity in 
the constituencies. It does not hurt them, 


North Leeds has entered at great length | because it does not take money out of 


and with great perspicacity and clearness their pockets. 


The railway companies 


into the various statistics bearing on the | having large capitals are looked upon as 
Bill which has been laid before the | fair game for any attacks made upon them. 
‘ 


Mr. Jackson. 
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When the representatives of the railways | 


{16 May 1900} 


Bill. 342 
proposed to expend their money for the 


attempt in the constituencies or in the improvement of our railway lines, and 


House of Commons to defend the com- | 

nies from these continual attacks they | 
are called bloated capitalists or the rail- | 
We are accused of conspiring | 
with the Board of Trade in defeating | 
yarious movements, and we are told that | 
' tations who impress upon us the necessity 


way ring. 


we are no friends of the working 
classes. Why are we to be branded 
with these names? 


we to find ourselves exposed to various 


attacks from different portions of the | 


House, and not get up to defend our own 


property by endeavouring, if possible, to | 


prevent the passing of legislation which 
we believe will be detrimental to the 
interests of the people we represent ? 
Are the hundreds of millions collected 
from various sources, and invested by 


thousands of pounds in great commercial | 


undertakings, to be spent, not on the pur- 


pose intended—that is, the extension of | 


the railway prosperity—but diverted 
apparently to what I would almost call 


socialistic purposes ? I look upon this Bill | 
as a further attempt in that direction. | 


It is an attempt to make railway com- 
panies run cheap trains for the benefit of 
a certain class, even if that 
should not exist in the 


by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for North Leeds, even when they run these | 


trains at a loss to themselves. What is 
the object of this Bill? The object of 
the Bill is indirectly to use the property 
of the railway shareholder to provide 
cheap dwellings for the labouring classes ; 
to develop building estates near towns, not 
where already a class of workmen exist 
and are anxious to be carried to and from 
their work; to provide trains between 
outside localities and urban districts not 
already inhabited by workmen, but where, 
in the opinion of the urban council, there 
may, and very probably will be, certain 
gentlemen interested in the exploitation 
of land and the providing of facilities to 
raise the price of land. It is a most 
estimable object to provide cheap 
dwellings for the working class and to 
develop building estates, but it should be 


done at the expense of the proper people | 
and at the expense of funds raised for | 


the purpose. Why is it to be carried out 


at the expense of the railway companies ? 
What would building societies say if we 
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Has private enter- | 
prise no rights at all to any justice? Are_ 
ready access we would give them to other 


| phase, when they got the line. 


‘not return any profit at all. 
class | 
localities | 
to which they are to be obliged to) 
run these trains, and, as has been proved | 


levy a contribution from them for that 
purpose ? There are two phases in the 
life of a railway line. The first is its in- 
fancy, when the district requires a line to 
serve its purpose. We whoare interested 
in railways receive any amount of depu- 


for a railway line to serve their purpose. 
They invite us to think of the benefits 
we will confer upon the district, of the 


parts. The profitable investment of 
capital is always held out to the share- 
holders if they would only create the line 
and the facilities. Then came the second 
At that 
moment the benefit conferred by the 
railway company on the particular dis- 
trict is forgotten in the great anxiety to 
increase the rateable value and the 
amount to be paid in rates by the com- 
pany as much as possible. They wish 
not only to provide proper facilities for 
the working classes but to compel you to 
run trains at unremunerative rates for the 
working class, and to carry produce 
of all sorts if possible at rates that do 
The Cheap 
Trains Act has been described as a bar- 
gain struck between the railway com- 
panies and the public. The Railway 
Commissioners have power to order such 
trains for the accommodation of workmen 
requiring to travel as may be necessary. 
You would think from the accounts given 
in this House very often of railway direc- 
tors and managers that the interests of 
the public and the interests of passengers 
had been sacrificed to the shareholders. 
Let me give one quotation from a manual 
containing some useful knowledge on this 
subject. It states that the year 1899 
will long be remembered by reason of the 
extraordinary activity and _ prosperity 
from a commercial and industrial point of 
view. The result is prominently shown 
in the vast growth in all classes of traffic 
on the various railway systems of the 
world. Home railways have experienced 
great and continuous expansion, the gross 
aggregate having exceeded 99,000,000, 
compared with 96,250,000 in 1898. Unfor- 


| tunately asregardsthe shareholders the net 


results have shown little if any, improve- 
ments, owing to the ever-increasing ex- 
penses. In 1898 the total capital paid-up 
(in shares) was £1,134,468,462. The total 


| traffic receipts were £91,066,038 in 1898. 


N 
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The working expenses have gone up from | Member for West Islington complained of 
£13,187,368 in 1860, to £55,960,543 in | thetroublesome questions put by the Board 
1898. The number of persons employed | of Trade. The troublesome questions con- 


on railways in 1898 was 534,141. 


The | sisted in finding out whether the extra 


two largest items which have affected the | service of trains was really wanted, whether 


net revenue of the companies are the in- 
creased wages, curtailed hours of labour, 
and increase of local taxation, which is in- 


creasing in disproportionate ratio to the 


net profits. 
rates and taxes was equal to 16 per cent. 
of the amount distributed as railway 
dividend, and in 1898 this amount had 
increased to 20 per cent. I think that 


In 1888 the amount paid for | 


shows that we have continually to spend | 


money for the public good, and not with | 


the sole view of recompensing our share. 
holders. The hon. Member for West 
Islington, who began the discussion on 
this Bill, went so far as to say that if 
ten or eleven workmen elected that 
facilities were to be afforded for them to 
be carried to and from their work regard- 
less of the loss to the railway company 
they ought to be. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I did not say regard- 
tess of the loss. 


*CotonEL LOCKWOOD: The hon. 
Member did not say so, but I maintain 


that if you are to run special trains for | 


ten or a dozen workmen you are doing so 
regardless of the loss. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I specially disclaimed 
any special trains. I asked that the ten 
or twelve should get facilities by the 
existing trains. 


*CoLonEL LOCKWOOD: It is perfectly 
true that he did alter the title of the Bill 
to the Cheap Tickets Bill, but the Bill 
remains the same, and it is the Bill we 
are endeavouring to deal with. I look 
upon the Billas it stands as unjust and 
unfair. The difficulty we have now is to 
differentiate between the class of men re- 
quiring cheap tickets. As the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Leeds 
said, there are many clerks earning £1 per 
week, or even less, who might much more 
justly be called workmen than artisans 


the number of trains already run was 
insufficient, and whether the locality was 
inhabited thickly or thinly, or at all, by 
working men, by whom such a service of 
trains would be wanted. If the hon, 
Member calls these questions troublesome, 
I am afraid he would find any public 
Department which was charged with a 
great duty troublesome indeed to deal 
with. He complained further of our 
right of appeal. He is always anxious to 
limit the rights of railway companies in 
every possible way ; but surely he will 
leave us the right to appeal to a higher 
authority where we think we have been 
unfairly or unjustly treated. Then he 
speaks of certain railways as having 
afforded better facilities than others, 
Many people have pointed out that the 
Great Eastern Railway have set a particu- 
larly good example to other railways. [live 
on the Great Eastern Railway, and I can 
see very good reason why that company do 
afford these extraordinary facilities. No 
one who has passed by Queen Victoria 
Street and by St. Paul’s Station in the 
morning and seen the thousands—lI was 
going to say millions—of human beings 


|going across the bridge and streaming 


into London can doubt that it pays the 
Great Eastern Railway to run trains as 
they do. But the Great Eastern Railway 
were exempted in their Bill from housing 
the number of people whom they dis- 
placed, and in return for that they 
promised to run certain trains. They 
found it paid them to run_ more 
trains than they promised, and I believe 
they now run trains to certain districts 
all the night through, and they say that 
it pays them to do so. But are you to 
take a thinly inhabited district on, say, 
the London and North Western Railway, 
and say that we should run trains or issue 


cheap tickets at quarter or half fares to 


who are earning £2 or £2 10s. per week. | 


You might go further than that and say 
that the curate who is earning £60 a 
year is to be treated as a workman and 
provided with a working man’s ticket. 
A Bill should have been brought in 
stating that anybody with an income 
below a certain amount should be pro- 
vided with workmen’s tickets. The hon. 


Colonel Lockwood. 


| 


one or two—or, to take the hon. Members’ 
own figures, nine or ten—workmen who 
choose to locate themselves anywhere 
down our line? The obligation which is 
sought to be placed on railway companies 
by this Bill is unfair in the extreme. You 
seek to make us exploit building land; 
you seek to make us afford facilities 
to corporations for creating estates 
and give a fictitious value to 
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estates, and you would impose upon u3 
an obligation for which ratlway companies 
were never intended, and certainly if the 
public had known that such obligations 
were to be imposed upon railway com- 
panies they never would have invested 
theirmoney in suchundertakings, or looked 
upon them as a safe investment for their 
savings. The hon. Member for West 
Islington says that grave defects exist in 
the present law. Does he mean by that 
that by existing legislation he does not 
get all he wants? He says—“ It is quite 
true there may be no workmen in a cer- 
tain locality, but there may be, and so 
you must provide facilities. If by so 
doing you raise the price of land in cer- 
tain localities, that is not my look-out or 
the look-out of the railway companies, 
although certainly somebody will benefit 
by it. As long as the Bill is passed that 
is a matter of indifference.” He shows 
how speculative this argument is by his 
next sentence, because he said—‘ We 
invite the railway companies to enter 
into a little speculation.” Why are we to 
enter into a little speculation, regardless 
of the end or cost of it, simply to afford 
facilities for workmen who do not exist, 
and who may never exist in a particular 
locality ? Then the hon. Member turns 
to the House and says—‘“ Compare the 
tramway companies with the railway com- 
panies. Look how extraordinarily well the 
tramways behave in the matter of cheap 
fares.” Buthowcanhemakeany comparison 
between a tramway and a railway? Do 
tramway companies have to acquire land 
at an enormous cost, and are they re- 
quired to take the various increases of 
cost into consideration as railway com- 
panies are? Does it eost the same amount 
to run a tram as it does to run a train? 
Does the hon. Member take into con- 
sideration the magnitude of the system of 
a railway, the number of men employed, 
and the amount of the working expenses, 
when he tries to institute a comparison 
between tramways and railways? The 
hon. Gentleman eventually wound up by 
disclaiming any wish to injure the rail- 
way companies on the one charming con- 
dition that they gave him even more 
than he asked. I honestly say that I do 


not believe that this Bill was brought 
forward from any wish either to injure 
the railway companies, to deprive them 
of their profits, or to place in jeopardy 
the money of the shareholders ; but what 
I do maintain is that by passing a Bill of 
this sort you will injure the prosperity of 
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the railways and endanger the money of 
the shareholders, and you will be divert- 
ing the money subscribed for railway 
purposes to purposes other than those for 
which it was intended. It is because I 
believe the Bill to be unsound in principle 
and likely to be dangerous to the railway 
companies that I second its rejection. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. Jackson.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
The only object the promoters of this Bill 
have in view is that of causing a diminu- 
tion of the over-crowding in our great 
cities. The debate last week on the 
Housing of the Working Classes Bill 
showed the enormous congestion which 
has been created in London, Manchester, 
and other places, and even in districts in 
the north-east of England more than half 
of the inhabitants are over-crowded. It 
is therefore evident that some steps must 
be taken to remove these populations 
from our great cities to portions of the 
country where fresh air is to be obtained, 
and where the people will still be within 
reach of their work. It is very strange 
that the two Gentlemen who have just 
spoken have each had to admit that the 
companies with which they are connected 
have not done their duty up to the 
present. : 


*CoLONEL LOCKWOOD: 
admit that. 


Mr. SCHWANN: Then I will show 
that the company has not done its duty. 


I did not 


‘I have a table before me giving the 


respective number of trains furnished by 
companies running out of London in 1897. 
The Midland ran two workmen’s trains, 
the Great Northern nine, the London and 
North Western eleven, the South Eastern 
thirteen, the Great Western twenty-five, 
the London and South Western 134, the 
Metropolitan ninety-six, and the Great 
Eastern seventy-six per day. It is clear 
that without injuring the shareholders, 
about whom the hon. Gentleman is so 
sensitive, and without at all reducing the 
magnificent dividends which have been 
paid during the last few years by our 
leading lines, something more can be 
done than is done by many companies for 


N 2 
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the benefit of the working classes in our 
great cities. On the London and South 
Western 7 per cent. has been paid, and I 
believe the dividend last year was 9 per | 
cent. 


*CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD : That is on the 
original shares. 


Mr. SCHWANN : That seems to show | 
that, although the London and South | 
Western run 134 workmen’s trains | 
per day, they can still pay a very 
handsome dividend. I think you will find 
that the very lines which are offering 
these facilities to workmen are practically 
obtaining all the working class population 
of London that live outside London 
itself for their lines, and that is not a 
fair division of the labour entailed by the | 
Cheap Trains Act. If you come into 
London by the Great Northern or the 
London and North Western line you 
have absolute country right up to London 
itself, whereas if you travel by the Great 
Eastern line, you find great accumula- 
tions of population at towns like Ilford 
and Walthamstow, where the same forms 
of overcrowding and congestion which 
take place in London are making them- 
selves felt. The last speaker seemed to 
think that railway companies had no 
duties at all towards the public with 
regard to workmen’s trains. He very 
prudently appeared to forget that there 
must be nearly £1,000,000 of remitted | 
passenger duty divided amongst the 
various railway companies of England 
It: was proved in the case between 
the London Reform Union and the Great 
Eastern Railway that that company were | 
saved £70,000 per annum, and that | 
a small railway like the London and 
Tilbury were spared something like 
£9,000 per annum in duty. It may be} 





urged that these powers of the Railway | 


Commissioners ought to be used with 
great deliberation and discretion, but 
that was. not the opinion of the Com- 
mission that sat in 1885, of which the 
Prince of Wales, Lord Salisbury, and 
the First Lord of the Admiralty were 
members. I will read what they said as 
the result of their deliberations— 

“The Act of Parliament (Workmen’s Trains 
Act) of 1883 mentioned eight o’clock in the 
morning as a limit of the time for workmen’s 
trains, but at present most of them are run 
before seven o’clock. and it is said that if the 
companies were compelled to run them till 
eight it would tell very hardly upon them in 
interfering with the clerks traflic, which begins 
just then. It is, therefore, contended for this 


Mr. Schwann. 











MONS} Bill. 348 


reason, and for others which were given in 
evidence, that the powers under the Act of 
1883 must be exercised with great discretion, 
Your Majesty’s Commissioners are, however, 
of opinion that under it a great bargain was 
struck between the nation and the railway 
companies, the consideration for the remission 
of a part of the passenger duty being the 
provision of a certain number of workmen’s 
trains.” 

Another objection which has been urged 
by former speakers has been that there 
would be great sacrifice of profit. It is 
quite a question whether there will be 
that sacrifice of profit. I should like the 
House to hear what Sir Frederick Peel, 
one of the Railway and Canal Commis- 
sioners, said in the case of the Great 
Eastern Railway— 


“The company consider they are justified 
in charging it, on the ground that the receipts 
from the twopenny trains on the Enfield and 
Walthamstow lines are only sufficient to 
cover working expenses, and yield nothing 
towards interest on capital. But then, in 
consideration of their running workmen’s 
trains, the company are, under the Cheap 
Trains Act, relieved from paying any pas- 
senger duty on all fares which do not exceed 
ld. per mile, and the benefit which they gain 
by this exemption from duty amounted in the 
year 1896 to £68,000. The company there- 
fore obtain a large sum every year condi- 
tionally on their running workmen’s trains, 
and there is no occasion to ma/e the question 
of these trains depend upon a consideration of 
how they stand as regards a remunerative 
profit from the fares, seeing what these trains 
earn for the company by saving then from 
paying duty en all those fares which do not 
exceed 1d. per mile.” 


Lord Cobham in the same case said — 


“T concur with Mr. Vesey Knox, when he 
points out that the remission of a large part of 
the passenger duty was meant to meet this 
very contingency. I cannot follow the argu- 
ment that because the company were 
encouraged by that remission to reduce their 
third-class fares by a greater amount than 
that of the passenger duty remitted, therefore 
we should not take the remission into con- 
sideration. The reduction of the third-class 
was wisely effected in the company’s own 
interest, and was very much to its profit. The 
fund, therefore, saved from the duty is still 
intact and able to safeguard them from any 
loss which can reasonably be expected to 
accrue from a workmen’s train service improved 
within the limits defined by us.” 

I have thought it right to give the House 
these quotations, because they show that. 
the companies have no right to allow the 
question of profit or loss to enter largely 
into their consideration in regard to the 
provision of workmen’s trains. They 
receive a large remission of duty, and 
they are bound by that, and by the fact 
that they are monopolists, and have the. 
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sole right of conveying passengers, except | beneficent manner—which, however, is 
by old and antique methods, from one| paid for by the remission of duty— 
place to another in the United Kingdom, | towards the working classes of _ this 
to provide these facilities. I should like| country. I am glad to say that a number 
to point out that very often wockmen’s | of petitions and memorials have been sent 
fares are dearer than third-class contracts. | up from the town councils and ‘munici- 
The Manchester Corpora:ion have made | palities of England in support of the 
inquiries with a view to ascertaining object of this Bill. Manchester, Glas- 
what would be the difference on a par-| gow, Bradford, Bristol, and Sheffield all 
ticular line between a third-class contract | seem to appreciate the advantages of the 
ticket and workmen’s fares, and I will! measure which has been laid before the 
state the result they have arrived at. A | House, and which I hope will receive the 
workman’s ticket during the year would | blessing of the right hon. Gentleman the 
amount to £82; a third-class contract | President of the Board ot Trade, and pass 











ticket, £69, which would be reduced to 
£62 if there were two in a family ; while 
if there were three in a family it would 
be still further reduced to £58. For 
scholars and pupil-teachers the amount 
is £34 10s. I do not in the least 
object to third-class contract tickets 
being cheap. ‘There is not the slightest 
doubt that most railways will find in the 
future that their largest profits are to be 
made in cultivating the third-class traffic. 
Indeed, without being railway managers, 
we have all noticed that great stress is 
now laid on the cheap but recurring fares. 
All lines give very cheap tickets for week- 
end journeys, and there is a grand effort 
to encourage traflic by offering the 
greatest facilities rather than by putting 
on high and overwhelming fares. I see 
present the hon. Member for Wimbledon, 
and he, as we know, is chairman of a 
railway company. I have culled some 
remarks which he made in a speech at the 
last half-yearly meeting of the South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway— 

“On the North Kent, Mid Kent, and 
Greenwich lines between London and those 
‘stations where workmen’s tickets are issued 
there has been a falling off in the number and 
value of ordinary passenger bookings o 
239,000 and £4,014, and this has been com- 
pen-ated for by carrying 805,000 additional 


passengers at workmen’s fares, producing | 


£4,500, or an average of 134d. per journey.” 


Mr. COSMO BONSOR (Surrey, Wim- 
bledon): It is not workmen’s trains, but 
workmen’s tickets. 


Mr. SCHWANN : That is exactly what 


| 
| 


| its Second Reading this afternoon. These 
| municipalities are glad to see that in the 
| Bill they will have a locus standi before 
| the Board of Trade and the Railway Com- 
| missioners with regard to workmen’s 
fares. At present they have a locus standi 
| with regard to freightage, the rates of 
carriage, terminals, and all those 
‘involved and confusing railway terms, 
but in their efforts to induce railway 
companies to increase facilities by giving 
| workmen’s trains they have been stopped 
| because they have had no locus standi 
before the Board of Trade. It is for 
| that reason we have inserted a clause in 
this Bill giving them that advantage. I 
| do not consider that this is at all a party 
/ question or a party Bill. Members on 
| both sides of the House have spoken in 
its favour, and there has been shown a 
| very conciliatory disposition on the part 
of those who have opposed the Bill. 
They have said they are willing to con- 
sider the suggestion of issuing workmen’s 
| tickets by trains already running. It is 
| not the object of the promoters of this 
| Bill to run armies of trains into desolate 
; and. uninhabited districts. We wish to 
' strengthen the hands of the President of 
| the Board of Trade so that reasonable 
| facilities may be given to relieve this 
| state of overcrowding which exists. The 
| time is ripe, and the necessity is great, 
'and I believe that this House—which in 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| the past has shown that if the Govern- 


ment does not introduce many beneficent 
measuresof itsown they are perfectly ready 


'to take up Private Members’ Bills which 





we wish by our Bill to urge upon the | have reason at their back—as we have 
directors who have addressed us this|scen this session—will put the seal of 
afternoon. I hope those hon. Gentlemen | their approbation upon this Bill and 
will consult with the hon. Member for | agree to the Second Reading. 
Wimbledon, who is, as we know, a most | 

accomplished railway director, and pro- | *CoLONEL MELLOR (Lancashire, Rad- 
bably he will be able to teach them the | cliffe) : I have listened with some surprise 
secret of how, while making a profit for | to the speech which has been made by the 
themselves, they may yet act in this' hon. Gentleman opposite. If he listened 
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to the extremely able and convincing 
speech of my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for North Leeds, I cannot conceive 
why he should have trotted out the opinion 
of Sir Frederick Peel. 


Mr. SCHWANN: Sir Frederick Peel 
spoke as a Railway Commissioner, and 
the Railway Commissioners are experts in 
this matter. 


Cheap Trains 


*CotoneL MELLOR: Sir Frederick | 


Peel expressed the opinion that the rail- 
way companies, by receiving a certain 
amount of assistance in the way of a 
remission of passenger duty, were under 
some obligation to expend that money in 
taking workmen at very cheap rates, but 
the speech of my right hon. friend has con- 
vincingly shown that this money has been 
given back to the travelling public twice 
or three times over. 


Mr. SCHWANN : It 
vince the House. 


*CoLoNEL MELLOR: And it can no 
longer be drawn upon for the purpose to 
which the hon. Member alluded. It is 
perfectly futile now to argue that because 
of a remission of taxation, which at one 
time was of some value, but which has 
long since been given back to the public, 
we are still to be compelled to run these 
cheap workmen’s trains at fares which I 
beg to assure the hon. Member in very 
many cases do not pay. Let me give 
the House a few figures in regard to the 
railway with which I am connected—-the 
Metropolitan. That railway, though a 
small one, carries, I believe, more pas- 
sengers than any other railway in the 
United Kingdom, the number last year 
being 97,000,000. We have been told 
again and again that the railway com- 
panies have not done their duty in the 
way of providing workmen’s trains. 


Mr. SCHWANN : Some of them. 


*COLONEL MELLOR: On the Metro- 
politan Railway we are under a statutory 
obligation to run two trains on the Inner 
Circle and two between Swiss Cottage 
and Baker Street, four in all. But we 
actually run one hundred trains in the 
morning; we surrender all our trains 
up till half-past seven over the whole of 
our system for the carrying of these men. 
Last year we carried nearly 15,000,000 
working men at cheap fares. Do you 
suppose that we carried those men at a 


Colonel Mellor. 


did not con- 
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profit? I will give you the figures, 
Between South Kensington and Alders- 
gate, a distance altogether, going and 
returning, of 15 miles and 48 chains, 
the fare is 2d. and that upon 
a railway which cost three-quarters 
of a million of money per mile. 
Does any man in his senses think that 
fares of that kind pay? We have been 
brought to these extreme fares by the 
competition of omnibuses. On_ the 


| sections of the line other than the Inner 


Circle, the return fare for distances not 
exceeding four miles each way, or eight 


|in all, is 2d. ; over four and not exceeding 


seven, or fourteen miles in all, 3d. ; over 
seven and not exceeding ten, or twenty in 
all, 4d. These fares would not pay were it 
not for the fact that the trains are run 
at a time when the ordinary traffic is not 
forthcoming. As it is they but just cover 
working expenses, while in the case of 
the Inner Circle they are run at a decided 
loss. We are told that railway com- 
panies have a monopoly. A more foolish 
expression could hardly be used. There 
is no such thing as a monopoly in a rail- 
way company ; you are met with com- 
petition on all hands, either by competing 
companies or omnibuses or trams. Our 
total mileage on the Metropolitan is 
sixty-four miles ; our biggest fare is 5s. 6d. 
but the average fare is 176d. We have 
millions and millions of penny fares, 
and they bring our average fare down 
to 13d. If it had not been for 
the foresight and sagacity of a 
former chairman of the Metropolitan 
Company, Sir Edward Watkin, who saw 
how the companv would be damaged by 
the competitior. of the omnibuses, and 
succeeded in carrying the line about fifty 
miles to the north, out of the reach of 
this competition, I should not like to 
say what position the company would 
now have been in. The hon. Member 
says that this question should not be 
considered as a matter of profit and loss. 
Does he suppose that railways are run or 
that people who invest their money in 
them do so on philanthropic principles ! 
Of the £1,200,000,000 of capital which are 
invested in the railway companies of this 
kingdom, the vast majority of the invest- 
ments are under £1,000 in amount. 
They are the savings of people who have 
led thrifty lives ; they are the provision 
to which they look for their sustenance in 
declining years ; and if these workmen’s 





trains were put into operation in the 
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way described in this Bill, I am afraid 
that in regard to a great many railways 
in the kingdom, a vast amount of those 
investments would be practically worth- 
less. We have heard very little about 
the shareholders’ point of view in this 
discussion. On the Metropolitan Railway 
is is practically impossible to discriminate 
between people applying for tickets ; you 
cannot tell whether they are work- 
men or not. Fishmongers, meat salesmen, 
and people of that class, who make large 
fortunes, travel as workmen, and I do not 
see how a railway company can draw the 
line between them. I am sure that every 
railway company in the kingdom is 
perfectly willing to give all reasonable 
facilities, and I do not think the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade will tell the House he 
ever finds any difficulty in that respect. 
What more than that can the House 
expect? What more has it the right to 
expect? I think I have said enough to 
show that if this Bill passes the last state 
of the railway companies will be worse 
than the first. The expenses of railway 
management are constantly increasing. 
Ihave seen a statement showing that on 
one of the railway companies with the 
greatest mileage in the kingdom the 
expenses have gone up during the last ten 
years from 46 or 47 per cent. to 62 or 
64 per cent. of the gross earnings. We 
have to give larger wages and shorter 
hours to our workmen. I do not say 
that these things are not in the interests 
of the public, but they all cost money, 
and we cannot go on incurring all these 
extra charges if at the same time we have 
to run a large number of workmen’s 
trains at less than cost price. This Bill if 
carried would be a gross injustice; the 
promoters have not made out their case ; 
the speech of my right hon. friend has 
not, and cannot, be answered ; therefore, 
I say we shall be doing a grievous wrong 
to the proprietors of railway stock in 
this country, the vast majority of whom 
are small holders, if this Bill is allowed 
to pass into law. For these reasons I 
shall oppose the measure at every stage. 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
It is well known to hon. Members that I 
have had a Bill before the House for three 
years dealing with this question in a far 
more drastic manner than the measure now 
under consideration; but through the 
exigencies of the ballot I have not been 
able to bring it further before the notice 
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of the House. It is satisfactory to find 
that we can debate these questions in a 
friendly and courteous spirit. All ques- 
tions should be debated in that spirit, 
because if a question cannot bi supported 
by argument, it is not worth bringing 
before the House of Commons. This Bill 
does not mean to interfere with the equi- 
librium of railway directors, either inside 
or outside the House ; it would do very 
little to disturb the profits of the railway 
companies. I venture to say it would 
not affect the profits to the extent of 
one-hundredth part of a — 
in the pound. What will the Bi 
do? First of all, it will not 
apply to districts where there are less 
than 200,000 people. In the next place, 
the Bill proposes to arm the President of 
the Board of Trade with greater and 
more certain powers than he now 
possesses; and in the third place, it 
would assist localities in providing the 
costs which are necessary from time to 
time in making their appeal from the 
Commissioners. I do not see much in 
any of those proposals to disturb in the 
faintest way the feelings of railway 
directors in this House. One would 
imagine from the speech of the last 
speaker that the companies were making 
no profits at all, but he did not say in 
his remarks what those profits really 
were. 


*CoLoNEL MELLOR: May I point out 
that if it were not for making some 
profit upon other classes of traffic the 
metropolitan companies would be in a 
very parlous state. 


Mr. WOODS: I am afraid that state- 
ment does not throw much light on the 
point. I think it would be a very difficult 
matter for a railway company to discrimi- 
nate between the profits derived from a 
certain class of passenger and the profits 
or losses derived from carrying workmen 
from place to place. [‘‘No,no!”] Hon. 
Members may deride that statement, but 
I think on reflection they will find there 
is a great deal of truth in it. I may say 
that during the past eighteen months 
much progress has been made in providing 
workmen’s trains, and I am bound to give 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade a certain amount of 
credit for the assistance he has given in 
that direction. I will refer to the pro- 
vision inserted in the South Eastern and 
Chatham and Dover Railways Amalgama- 
tion Bill, which was sent to a hybrid 
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A clause was | have to travel by these trains. 
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Many of 


inserted by the Committee, anditwasfound | these workmen do not earn more than 
necessary further to strengthen that clause | 16s. a week, and out of that they have to 
when it came before the House of Lords. | pay 3s., 4s., or 5s. a week for railway 
This clause, I think, is one of the best | travelling ; and I ask hon. Members how 


that has yet been brought forward to 
provide workmen’s trains. A number of 


on earth these people can be expected 
to bring their families up in a 


these trains have been put on by the | respectable manner upon such earnings. 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail-| I appeal to the House and to the right 
way, the East London Railway, the Great | 
Northern Railway, and the Southern and | 
| its Second Reading, and if this is done I 


South East London Railway. Early 
trains for the printers have also been run 
to several parts of London, and one or 
two have been put on by the London and 
North Western Railway Company. Iam 
bound to say that the people asking for 


these better conditions for working men | 


have been valuably assisted by the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade. 


the arguments used by certain hon. 


It would appear from | 


Members who have addressed the House | 


in opposition to this Bill that the railway 


companies get no return for granting | 


these facilities to workmen. 
the advantage of being in the House 


I had not | 


when some hon. Members opposite deli- | 


vered their speeches, and therefore I do 
not know what arguments they used. It 


is a mistake to imagine that the railway | 
companies do not get some return for | 


the larger provision they 
workmen’s trains. In the first place, 
they get an exemption from duty 
on all tickets under ld. per 
Again, they only pay 2 per cent. on 
tickets over 1d. per mile in the City and 
large towns as well. 
puted that from this source alone during 


make for | 


hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade to allow this Bill to pass 


feel sure that my hon. friend will not 
object, in Committee, to make the Bill 


generally acceptable to the House and to - 


the directors, who, it is alleged, will be 
so seriously affected by the provisions of 
this measure. We bring this Bill before 
the House as one of the ways out of the 
greatest national problem which this 
House has to solve. It is one of the 
means of getting over the problem of the 
housing of the poor, and | appeal in the 
most respectful manner to all Members 
who may be in opposition to this Bill to 
allow it to pass its Second Reading, and 
make it as good a Bill as possible in 
Committee. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E.): The hon. Member for Waltham- 
stow has spoken of the interest of the 
working classes in this measure, and it is 


| because I regard this subject in the light 


| 


mile. | 


It has been com- |, 


the last seventeen years since the Cheap | 
Trains Act was passed the railway com- | 
panies have derived no less than about | 
_show the dangers of this suggested cheap 


£17,000,000. I think that sum will pro- 


vide and make roum for a large number | 


of chéap trains. On this understanding, 
and considering the bargain entered into 


when this Act was passed and other ad- | 


vantages given to the railway companies 
of the country, I think railway directors 
might now see their way to accept the 
proposals in this Bill. The greatest pro- 
blem of all is what is to be done with the 
working classes who are now crowded in 
our large towns and cities. If you do 
not provide cheap workmen’s trains in 
order to carry them to and from their 
place of residence, how are they to travel ? 
It has never been taken into consideration 


Mr. I¥oods. 


| of the metropolis. 


of how the working classes are to be dealt 
with in the metropolis that I venture to 
make a few remarks upon this measure. 
I am not a railway director, and I do not 
hold a single share in a railway company, 
except as atrustee. But this Bill does not 
really solve this question, and I will give 
my experience only this morning, little 
thinking that I should be able so soon to 


train service directly outside the confines 
I have just visited a 
district some ten miles from the centre of 
London which is blessed with cheap train 


| service at 2d. a day, and what do I find ! 


I have seen two of the local clergy in that 


| district, and obtained from them the 


actual statistics, and they state that in 
this district, where there are no huge 
working-class dwellings, there is more 
overcrowding than in the district of St. 
Luke’s, which I have the honour to repre- 
sent. That is not the fault of the rail- 


| way companies, for they bring to London 
every morning the whole traffic offered to 
what is the rate of wages of the men who | 


them. This happens to be on the railway 
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represented by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Salford, and as far as I can gather 
at the stations and from the clergymen, 
there is not the slightest difficulty in 
getting the people to and from their 
work. This overcrowding is going on 
worse in these small houses, which we 
are told are so much better than 
the block system, which has done so 


{16 May 1900} 


much to enable the working classes to_ 


live near their work without having to 
spend an hour every morning and an 
hour every night going backwards and 
forwards to their homes. So much for 
that portion of the question in regard to 
the providing of houses for the working 
classes in the country. This Bill is not 
brought in in the interests of the working 
classes, but it is brought in on behalf of 
a body which calls itself the London 
Reform Union, which having nothing 


better to do is now turning its attention | 


to the railway companies. It is quite 
clear what the object of this Bill is. It 
is simply to promote litigation. Of course 
I ought to be the last person in the world 
to object to that, but I do not sit here as a 
representative of the bar but as a repre- 
sentative of the people. Having been 
worsted by the Railway Commissioners, 
the London Reform Union have issued a 
circular urging Members of Pariiament 
to support this Bill, which it is claimed 
has been introduced in order to remove 
some of the difficulties under the Cheap 
Trains Act of 1883. I have received one 
of those circulars. I venture to suggest 
that the law is at present enforced by the 
Railway Commissioners perfectly fairly 
both to the railway companies and the pub- 
lic. I venture to suggest that the railway 
companies do not receive any favours in 


classes coming into the City. 


the law courts, and there is the kind of | 
‘come almost all the way through the 


feeling with both judges and juries that 


if anybody has to be squeezed it must be | 


the railway companies. Of course, when 
it comes to an issue between the interests 
of the companies and the interests of the 
public, it is quite right that the interests 
of the public should prevail. The hon. 


Member has spoken of the crude and | 


rough way in which many of these Bills 
are drawn, and I especially call the atten- 
tion of my hon. and learned friends on the 
other side, who know anything of the diffi- 
culty of dealing with Acts of Parliament 
upon this subject, to look at Clause 1, Sub- 
sections (7) and (b). Sub-section (a) says— 


“That there is difficulty in housing, near 
their place of work, workmen employed in the 
arban district.” 





Bill. 


| Ido not suppose that there is a single 
district within a range of three or four 
| miles of the Royal Exchange where that 
difficulty does not arise. We all admit 
| it, although I fear that what Sir Walter 
Besant calls ‘‘ the days of the great return” 
are not yet insight. Even in the twentieth 
century we shall hardly expect to find 
the merchant and the trader living over 
his office in the City of London. Never- 
theless, I think there is a good deal to be 
done in the City in the way of providing 
housing accommodation for workmen near 
the place of their work. I am speaking 
now with intimate knowledge of my own 
constituency, many of whom are always 
appealing to me to prevent them being 
driven out into the country, where they 
would have to leave their homes in the 
dead of night and would not get home 
before darkness had set in. I do not 
think there is a district within a radius 
of five miles of St. Paul’s Cathedral where 
there is not a difficulty in housing the 
working classes near their place of work. 
I do not suppose that my hon. friend the 
Member for Walthamstuw would suggest 
that any more pressure should be brought 
upon the Great Eastern Railway Com- 
pany, for if there is one line which has 
done more in running trains all through 
the night it is this company, and there is 
no railway company upon whom less 
pressure ought to be brought in this 
direction. With regard to the Metro- 
politan Railway, I do not think it can be 
said that, up to the present, they 
have, in any way, failed to meet 
the requirements of the working 
The hon. 
Member for North Manchester made the 
extraordinary proposition that when you 
come from the north to the termini you 
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country. Asa born Londoner I may say 
that I know miles and miles of districts 
which I knew as villages which are now 
large areas containing a great population, 


|and we all know the typical instance of 





the difficulties which the Great Northern 
Railway has experienced in dealing with 
their main line traffic, and the willingness 
with which they have furnished an addi- 
tional line in order to deal with this early 
morning and evening traffic. What is to 
be the position of the local authority 
under this Act? Under this sub-section 
there is not a railway company which has 
a terminus in London either north, south, 
east, or west, to which any one of the 
new municipalities—which will come into 
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existence in November next—may not | of dealing with the question than giving 


come, and go on a roving commission | 
round the metropolis, where any of their | 


members may have a building estate to 


' commission. 


develop, and they could compel the rail- | 


way company to run trains there. The 
second sub-section is equally full of pit- 


ion the 


falls. Just look at the danger of the next , 


sub-section. 
says— 
“The workmen’s trains provided by the 
railway company on such railway are fewer, 
or that the fares by such trains are higher, in 
proportion to mileage, than on another railway 
serving the same or a similar urban district.”’ 
What does that mean? You may take the 
Great Northern Railway system with its 
four lines of rails, and take another com- 
pany with two lines of rails. One may 
be serving the north and the other the 
south, and you are to take the fares paid 
on the Great Northern Railway—which I 
believe are the smallest in the metropolis 
—or the fares of the Metropolitan Rail- 
way, which must run this other company 
very closely, and having done that you 
may form an expedition to any railway 
company and start some fresh scheme to 


Sub-section (0) of Clause 1 | 
‘pathy with 
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to the friends of my hon. friend the 
Member for West Islington this roving 
This Bill will lead toa 
spirit of litigation and land speculation 
part of a class of people who 
should be kept off these new municipali- 
ties—I mean the jerry-builders. Jf 
there is one thing I have more sym- 
than another in the 
metropolis it is to secure men who 
are unconnected with two or three trades 


‘to serve on these municipalities, for if 


compel them to have a different line of | 


service and bring them in under the 
Cheap Trains Act of 1883. 


I suppose | 
there is no one in this House who repre- | 


sents a metropolitan constituency who is | 
not most anxious to do something to) 


further the settlement of what to us is 
practically the most important question 


we have to face, and that is where | 


the poor are to live and how they 
are to live. But this question is not 


going to be solved by driving them 


into the country, for they are far better 
off nearer their work and living in their 
own district within a reasonable distance 
from their employment, than if they are 
driven out into what hon. Members have 
been pleased to call the country, which 
will very soon become a crowded centre 
of bricks and mortar. I have some infor- 
mation from the chairman of the Isling- 
ton Vestry on this question, showing that 
upon the borders of one of the most thickly 
populated parts of the metropolis Isling- 
ton is not overcrowded, and the class of 
houses we have to deal with in Islington 
are just the class of houses we want to 
deal with. If we want to find some 


really large scheme there are acres of 
property in Islington which might be 
dealt with profitably in this way. I 
venture to say that this is a better way 


Mr. H. C. Richards. 


these men once get the idea that by 
getting on these new municipalities this 
Bill can be put into operation by simply 
making a representation under Sub- 
sections (a) and (b), we shall find that for 
a few years building operations will be 
very rife. I am the last person in the 
world to apologise for the railway com- 
panies, but I do say that they must be 
treated with common justice, and I should 
be very surprised to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Boned of 
Trade, or any Government official, approv- 
ing of these two sub-sections, which, to 
use the words of the hon. Member for 
Poplar, are brought before the House in 
such a crude and rough way. The hon. 
Member for North Manchesterand thehon. 
Member for Walthamstow have suggested 
that the House should pass the Second 
Reading and alter the Bill in Committee. 
That is an extraordinary proposition. 
This Bill is a gross act of injustice, and 
are we going to adopt in this House a 
principle which belongs only to one 
religious body and one religious order? 
Are we going to pass a measure con- 
taining proposals which cannot bear 
the fair test of criticism; and are 
we to pass it in the hope that 
in Committee, or in Grand Committee, 
certain provisions will be altered or 
swept away? I am the last person in the 
world to oppose any measure of this sort, 
because I know too well what are the 
urgent necessities of the working classes in 
the metropolis. I know what overcrowding 
is doing in the homes of the poor, and I 
should be the last person to do anything 
against providing them with healthy 
homes. But I object to this measure 
because it is simply framed in the 
interests of two parties, namely the appli- 
cants under the London Reform Union, 
and the proprietors of vacant land in 
what has been called the “inner belt ” of 
the metropolis. 
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rt): I venture to say that the principle 
of this Bill is an excellent one and we ought 
to thresh out the details in Committee. 
I think that the able and excellent 
speech made by the right hon. Member 
for North Leeds is one which would have 


than before the whole House in dealing 
with the Second Reading. After all has 


toa very limited area, and it isa very 
small and modest Bill. It does not 
deal with every urban community, 
but it is strictly limited in its appli- 
cation to towns of more than 200,000 in- 
habitants. I venture to believe that of 
all the towns in England 75 per cent. of 
them would be untouched altogether by 
this Bill. In Lancashire there would be 
only three large towns affected—namely, 
Manchester, Liverpool, and Salford. 
Yorkshire would only have about four or 
five towns which would come under the 
provisions of this Bill. Surely, recog- 
nising, at any rate, that some endeavour 
should be made to make a beginning, this 
Bill might be adopted. The hon. Mem- 
her for Walthamstow has pointed out— 
and it is recognised by every hon. Mem- 
ber in this House—the great difficulty 
which all municipalities and localities ex- 
perience where there is a large over- 
crowding of human beings within very 
limited areas. How are you going to 
deal with that except by a Bill of this 
kind? You may pull down slums and re- 
house the people, but you are bound to 
crowd them out, and if you do crowd 
them out you must disperse them into the 
outskirts of our great towns ; and if you 
do that the only thing you can do to 
meet the difficulty is to adopt something 
in the nature of this Bill, which pro- 
vides them with a cheap railway ser- 
with the centre of the localities, 
where their work lies. 
great regret to the speech of the hon. 
Member for Radcliffe, which I might call 
the ery of the distressed railway director. 
The hon. Member represents one or two 
railways which are known to be paying 
good dividends. He complains that the 
price of material has risen, that wages 
have gone up, and that the hours of 
labour have been shortened. He also 


contends that the difficulties of :ailway 
enterprise are much greater than they 
But if wages and materials 


used to be. 
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Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- 
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have gone up during the last twenty 


| years, so have the dividends of the share- 


been moreappropriate in Committee rather | 


heen said and done, this Bill only applies | 


vice to bring them into communication | 


I listened with | 





holders. [An Hon. MEMBER: No, no!} 
I know that if you compare the railway 
dividends of to-day with what they were 
twenty years ago you will find that the 
average is considerably higher. Take 
the great companies which have served 
London, such as the Midland, Great 
Northern, the London and North Western 
Railway, the South Western, the Great 
Western, the Great Eastern, and other 
lines. Does any hon. Member mean to. 
say that the shareholders in these com- 
panies have suffered, and that receipts. 
are not greater than they were ten or 
twenty years ago? I think these great 
railways, even if some little increased 
cost were entailed upon the  share- 
holders, could well afford to give 
these additional facilities. Take even 
the railways running into Leeds repre- 
sented by the right hon. Gentleman— 
take the North Eastern. I have made 
inquiries to see what the value of the 
stock is to-day. The North Eastern stock 
to-day is worth 170, the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire 134, and the Great Northern 
and Midland have now got upto high 
figures, and may be now up to 200 per 
cent. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
mean to say that any of these railway 
companies—the Midland, the Great 
Northern, the Lancashire and Yorkshire, 
or the North Eastern---could not bear 
some little burden in order to provide 
these facilities ? I do appeal to the House- 
to give this Bill a Second Reading, and if 
the House pleases it can be sent to the- 
Grand Committee, where all these details. 
can be threshed out. 


GENERAL GOLDSWORTHY (Hammer- 
smith): I have listened with interest to- 
several of the speeches made by hon. 
Members, but at the same time I must 
say that this is a Bill for class legislation 
of the worst kind. You are asked to 
provide at the expense of the railway 
companies trains which will not pay, for 
a certain class of the people. You are 
asked to compel railway companies to run 
trains into a district to create traffic. 


‘The railway companies are asked 
to run trains, whether there is 
any traffic or not, in the hope 


that they may get traffic eventually 
sufficient to pay the cost. I must say 
that I think it is very unfair that railway 
companies should be asked to run trains. 
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loss. 


have had a clear definition of the word | 
include | 


“workman,” and it does not 
many classes who ought to be included, 
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for workmen or any other people at a) that the real question raised by this Bil] 


| 
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It must be remembered that we | was—shall the railway companies by the 


machinery under the Cheap Trains Act of 
1883 be compelled to provide travelling 


‘facilities in advance of the needs of par- 


for there are clerks and others getting | 


actually less wages than the artisans, and 
they do not come under this Act. You 
are asked to pass this Bill in the hope 
that it may be amended upstairs or some- 
where else, where it can be made a work- 
able and an honest Bill. I do not think 
you can ever make this a good Bill. I 
am in favour of cheap trains, but I do 
not think it is fair or right in any way to 
ask railway companies to provide, at 
their own expense, for carrying the 
people at a lower rate than they can 
afford to do it. There has been in this 
House a great deal of pressure brought 
to bear of various kinds, especially when 


| sentence. 


an election is near, to pass something , 


for the working classes. I have always 
found that if you treat the working 
classes fairly and squarely they can 
look after themselves, and the proper 
way to meet the difficulty is to give them 
proper wages, so that they may be 
enabled to pay proper fares and go by 
train. Another reason why I should be 
against this Bill is that it is a measure in 
the interests of the owners of land just 
outside the area of London. It will 
enhance the value of such land, and I 
object to this being done at the expense 
of the rates. 
Council wish to meddle in this matter, 
then if there is any loss to the railway 
companies the County Council ought to 
pay for it. Ido not see any reason why 
the employers of labour should not pay 
fair wages to the people they employ. I 
shall oppose this Bill, and there is no Bill 
which I have ever opposed with greater 
pleasure. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): The supporters of this 
Bill have urged that the railway com- 
panies, or some of them, are now paying 
good dividends, that their stocks have 
risen, and that therefore they should be 
penalised for the purpose of contributing 
to cheap trains for the benefit of the 
working classes. Entirely different to this 


ticular localities? That is the position 
exactly as it stands. Under the Act of 
1883 certain provisions were made, and 
those reforms may be summarised in a 
They exempt some trains 
from duty, and there is a reduction of 
duty on cheap fares. The Bill goes on 
to provide that if the Board of Trade 
thought there were not enough cheap 
trains, or not enough workmen’s trains 
between six and eight o’clock at night, or 
before eight o’clock in the morning, then 
the Board of Trade or the Railway Com- 
missioners should have the power to in- 
crease the number of trains. The inten- 
tion of the Bill of 1883, confirmed as it 
has been by the recent judgment of the 
Railway Commissioners, was that the 
number of trains for the accommodation 
of workmen should be put up to the 
requirements of a particular district, but 
the Board of Trade or Railway Commis- 


sioners should not have the power 
to increase the number of trains 
over and above the present require 


‘sity of providing 


If the London County | 


of the future neces 

accommodation for 
the working classes outside the towns, 
Underlying nearly all the speeches there 
has been an idea that this Bill only 
applied to the metropolis, but as a matter 
of fact it is of a much wider scope. The 
object is to provide facilities for the 
accommodation of the working classes in 
the neighbourhood of all large towns 
above a certain size. That there isa 
necessity for providing better accommoda- 
ticn for workmen there can be no doubt, 
and no one in this House would venture 
to deny it. Whether that necessity will 
be provided for by the Bill ‘now before 
the House, or by large buildings within 
the towns, or by providing increased 
travelling facilities to the suburbs outside 
the towns, is a question which this House 
will shortly have to determine. I believe 
that the proper solution of this question 


ments in view 


‘is not the provision of large dwellings in 


in character was the speech of my right hon. | r 
‘shall support this Bill are these : Firstly, 


friend the Member for North Leeds. He 


put his case in a remarkably lucid way, ' com 
with a moderation and reasonableness , arecompelledto provide these facilities they 


which could not be exceeded. 


Generl Goldsworthy. 


the towns so much as the providing of 
proper railway facilities to districts out- 
side the town. The grounds on which] 


if under this Bill the railway companies 


He stated | will afterwards becomeremunerative to the 
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companies. I believe if this Bill is passed | 
the effect will be that the Board of Trade | 
_which must be convinced, in the first | 
instance, in regard to the requirements of | 
any particular locality—will act under | 
the extended powers given to them by | 
this Bill with moderation and reasonable- 

ness. When the Board of Trade are con- | 
yinced, not that some landowner wants | 
his property increased in value, but that | 
it isa locality suitable for the residents | 
of localities provided for by this Bill, 

then, such localities being chosen and | 
grved by the improved accommodation 
under the advice and decision of the 
Board of Trade and the Railway Com- | 


missioners, they will ultimately become . 


profitable to the railway companies, and 
although there may be some immediate 
and temporary loss there will ultimately 
he a commercial advantage to the railway 
company. Believing that this will be the | 
result, as well as going forward in the 
direction of solving this question of the 
housing of the working classes, I shall 
give it my hearty support. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): In 
regard to the speech of my right hon: 
friend the Member for North Leeds, while 
recognising the interest which he threw 
around the figures he gave us, I cannot 
assent to a good many of the conclusions 
which he has drawn from them. In refer- 
ence to the critical issue before the House 
I think it is admitted on all hands—it is 
admitted by the hon. Member for West | 
Islington and by the hon. Member for Pop- 
lar—that the Bill as it stands, and con- 
strued literally, is not a Bill which cannot 
be defended. If we take the words of 
the Bill and construe them strictly, no 
doubt it is an objectionable Bill. I do 
not defend it any more than my hon. 
friend upon the ground of its precise words. | 


My hon. friend the Member for West | 


Islington in explaining this Bill said that 
it proposed to deal with one specific evil. 
With great candour the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Sheffield and the 
righthon. Gentleman the Member for North 


Leedsadmitted the grievance, and they said |, 
that therailway companiesgenerally would | 


be ready to consider the grievance which 
had been complained of. What I want 


to put to them and to the President of | 


the Board of Trade is that this Bill pro- 
poses to deal with that evil. It is 
admitted that the Bill does not propose 
to go further than that, and there- 
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fore I think the clauses might be amended, 
and those which are objectionable could 
be struck out. As this is admitted, I 
put it to the House whether it is 
wise that we ought to lose this 
opportunity of passing this Bill. It has 
been argued that the Bill might require a 
railway company to run trains at a loss. 
in places where there did not exist a 
sufficient population to fill those trains. 
That is an unsustainable proposition. My 
hon. friend points out that there are 
cases in which there exists no provision 


‘for cheap fares or workmen’s fares ; and 


that cheap dwellings fit for the reception 
of the working classes are not being 
erected upon those areas near largetowns, 
and particularly near London, because the 
railway companies do not provide these- 
travelling facilities. He suggests that at 
present there is no power to compel the 
railway companies to provide facilities for 
a comparatively small number of work 


|men, and he suggests—and I think he 
| carries the House with him in that sugges- 


tion—that if these cheap fares were pro- 
vided houses would be erected in those 
areas to supply the requirements of 
working people, and that we should see 
an increase in cheap fares to a point 
at which, before very long, it would 
be possible and desirable in the 


‘interests of the company that they 


should run more of these workmen’s 
trains. The mover of this Bill asks 
for nothing more than the provision of 
cheap fares, and that power should be 
given to the Board of Trade and the Rail- 
way Commissioners to provide these fares. 
Surely that is a reasonable proposal. 
That is included in the Bill, and following 
the words of the Cheap Trains Act of 
1883 I could show that the slightest 


| alteration in the section would secure the 


object which my hon. friend desires to 
secure. In Clause 1, for example, the 
word “facilities” might be substituted for 
the phrase “ workmen’s trains.” If the 
Bill, with this alteration, were read in con- 
junction with the Act of 1883 it would not 
be open to the objections now entertained 
against it by several speakers, and it 
would at the same time have secured the 
‘object desired. I put that to the House 
as being a strong reason why we should 
go on with this Bill. The House has 
| given in many cases a Second Reading to 
'a Bill where the object is desirable, and 
| where it is admitted that the language of 

the Bill does not properly effect its 
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object. The right hon. Member for 


the Hallam Division of Sheffield took a 


slight objection to the second and third 
clauses. The second clause is necessary, 
and it is under the control of the Board 
of Trade or the Railway and Canal Com- 
missioners, who would apply it in such a 
way as to cause no _ inconvenience 
ito the companies. I come back now, 


therefore, to the first clause. ' I desire 
to ask my hon. friend whether 
he will give an undertaking that, 


if the House passes the Second Reading, 
he will introduce into the Bill the provi- 
sions indicated in his speech and dwelt 
upon in that of the hon. Member for 
Poplar. If the hon. Gentleman will do 
that I have no doubt that the President 
.of the Board of Trade, recognising, as he 
must do, that the law is imperfect and 
that the subject is of great and pressing 
importance, will see his way to agree to 
the Second Reading of the Bill, and let it 
have in Committee those amendments 
which we all agree it requires. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
‘TRADE (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): I do 
not think it is possible to express a 
greater condemnation of the Bill as it 
stands than has been expressed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen. The words of the right 
chon. Gentleman were singularly forcible 
—*“the Bill as construed literally cannot 
be defended”; and yet the House is 
.asked to givea Second Reading to a Bill 
the principal provision of which 'the right 
hon. Gentleman says “cannot be main- 
tained.” The hon. Gentleman who 
introduced the Bill said in a casual 
sort of way that there had been some 
little mistake about its title—that it was 
called the Cheap Trains Bill, whereas 
really it was a Cheap Fares Bill. I will 
not do the hon. Member the injustice to 
suppose he is so innocent a Parliamen- 
‘tarian as to imagine that the Bill which 
he has introduced to the House is any- 
thing else but what it is called—namely, 
a Cheap Trains Bill. Of course, in the 
-sense that cheap fares are embraced in the 
words “cheap trains,” it is a Cheap Fares 
Bill ; but the two things are very different, 
and this is really a Caeap Trains Bill, and 
not merely a Cheap Fares Bill. If the 
chon. Gentleman, however, is simple 
enough to imagine that the title is not 
-correct, I am sure that the draftsman 
made no mistake as to its intentions, for 


Mr. Bryce. 
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' the provisions certainly effectively carry 
out the title. Still, one disadvant; e 
| arising from the hon. Member's statement 
has been that in the course of to-day’s de. 
bate some hon. Members have argued the 
measure as if it were a Cheap Trains Bil] 
and others as if it were merely a Cheap 
Fares Bill. In dealing with the 
action taken under the existing law by 
the Board of Trade the hon. Member 
used some expressions which I think are 
rather unjustifiable. The hon. Member 
said there was something like a con. 
spiracy between the Board of Trade and 
the railway companies to defeat the law. 
But the hon. Member for Walthamstow 
| spoke in a different tone of the action of 
the Board of Trade. He knows we 
have done all we can to see that 
the existing law is carried out, and J] 
must say in justice to the railway com- 
panies that though they found it neces- 
sary to appeal to the Railway Commis- 
sioners on some legal questions—such, for 
instance, as to whether a postman is a 
workman—they have thrown no difficul- 
ties in the way of the Board of Trade. 
In fact, I do not believe that the Board of 
Trade has had to issue any order to the 
railway companies. The companies have 
always complied with the representations 
of the Board of Trade for the provision 
of cheap trains when the Board has 
been able to show to them that there 
was sufficient population of the kind re- 
quiring to be accommodated resident in a 
particular district. 


*Mr. LOUGH : How about the Tilbury 
case ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot go into par- 
ticular cases. I make the general state- 
ment. 


*Mr. LOUGH: And I say 


accurate. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I think it is, and | 
repeat that with hardly an exception there 
has been no necessity for the Board of 
Trade to issue an order in reference to 
these trains. They have always been pro- 
vided when it has been shown that there 
is a pepulation to be accommodated. The 
companies have only appealed on legal 
points as to whether certain classes 
'shculd be included in the term “ work- 
men.” 


*Mr. LOUGH: In the nine cases against 
the great railway companies that were all 


it is not 
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approved by the President of the Board 
of Trade, the railway companies appealed 


in each case, not on a law point, but in | 
| panies. 


order to avoid putting on the trains ; and 
in three cases where there were funds to 
to fight the appeal, the companies were 


forced to provide the trains. That is; 
the bargain that was made, and to vary 


exactly the opposite of what the right hon. 
Gentleman says. 


Mr. RITCHIE: What I say is exactly 
the opposite of what the hon. Gentleman 
says. I may add for the information of 
House that the number of additional trains 
put on in the metropolitan area since I 
have been at the Board of Trade is no less 
than 200. 
of the fact that the Board of Trade are 
desirous of putting in force the existing 
law. One of the disadvantages the House 


labours under in considering this matter | 


is that inthe course of the debate some hon. 
Gentleman have argued that it is a Cheap 
Trains Bill and others that it is a Cheap 


Fares Bill. The Bill is really a CheapTrains , 
very mean thing for people to take an im- 


Bill. It refers to the Cheap Trains Act, 
1883, and must be read together with that 


Act; and on passing that Act the House | 


by the words it used showed that cheap 
fares merely were not sufficient to meet 
the demands of the working classes. I 
do not believe that cheap fares would 
effect the object the introducer of the 


Bill desires, though the hon. Member | 
| that the railway companies are not losing 


seems to think they would. What is the 
good of having cheap fares if there are 
no trains which the workmen can use ? 
If there are workmen living in a par- 
ticular district the railway companies can 
be obliged to provide trains under the 
existing law. If there are no workmen 
in a district there are of course no work- 
men’s trains in that district—trains 
which run at certain times and at certain 
intervals for the accommodation of work- 
men; and if the Bill were cut down 
to the proposals which the hon. 
Gentleman who introduced it made in 
his speech—that is, to ask the railway 


companies to give cheap fares and not , 


cheap trains—it would be of no service 
whatever to workmen who live in certain 
districts. The hon. Member would 
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_and asked for added privileges. 
That is a sufficient indication | 
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| ploited at their expense by cheap fares. 
'Surely that would hardly be a fair 


obligation to place on the railway com- 
If it were done, there must be 


aquid pro quo. ‘There was such a 


|quid pro quo in the existing legislation. 


The House is now being asked to vary 


it only on one side. Tramways have been 
mentioned. - But, if tramway companies 
come to the House for new powers, the 
House is justified in making the grant of 
those powers under whatever condition it 
chooses to lay down. So it would be if 
the railway companies came to this House 
In order 
to show what the companies have to con- 
tend with, I may say that I have been 
told that the amalgamated London, 


Chatham, and Dover and South Eastern 


Companies say that they are satisfied that 
not less than a million persons have 
travelled with cheap tickets on their line 
who are not properly entitled to do so 
under the definition of “workmen.” It isa 


properadvantage of thesearrangements, but 
they doit. The companies have to submit, 
because it is difficult to draw the line ; 
but it would be much more difficult to 


draw the line when cheap tickets are 
issued by any train. 


The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Leeds 
has shown that it is a mistake to suppose 


by cheap trains. He quoted figures 
which must convince us all that these 
trains are undonbtedly run at a_ loss. 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Shields made an observation the 
other day in discussing the Housing of 
the Working Classes Bill, which is rather 
applicable to this particular point. He 
said— 

** A local authority would not very readily 
be induced to run tramways miles beyond 
their boundaries, because the operation would 
be speculative ; it would involve risks to the 
ratepayers.” 


But what the hon. Gentleman deprecated 
with regard to municipalities and tram- 
ways the House is asked to impose on 
railway companies. At the same time, I 


enlarge the obligations of the railway com- , must say that, for my own part, I think 
panies to such an extent that they should | it is perfectly legitimate for a municipality 


be obliged, not only to make provision 


for a working class population where that | 
| As to the argument that the population 


population exists, but that some country 


}to run such speculative risks if by so 


doing it can cure congestion of population. 


district, where possibly some workmen’s | will not come to a district until atter the 


dwellings may be built, should be ex- | facilities have been provided, that is 
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pened under the existing law. Where 
did the great labouring-class population 
which is served by the existing railway 
companies come from? It must have 
settled before facilities for travelling were 
provided, because the Board of Trade 
had no power to call on the railway com- 
panies to provide a cheap service in antici- 
pation of the future. As amatter of fact the | 
companies must have done it of their own | 
accord, and then there would be no neces- | 
sity for the Bill; or they must have done | 
it under the law. In the latter case it | 
could only have been done if the Board of | 
Trade were satisfied that the working | 
class population existed. The real truth | 
of the matter is that these working men’s | 
houses are not built in a day, nor are | 
they built separately one by one. If it 

is desired to make a working class colony | 
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built upon, it is taken in hand in a rather 
wholesale kind of way, and the popula- 
tion goes there in considerable numbers, 
I would suggest to the hon. Gentleman 
that he should withdraw the Bill and 
bring forward one which says what he 
means, for many of the provisions fail satis- 
— to carry out the views which he 
holds. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Will you give me aday 
for another Bill ? ¢ 


Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
must know that even if this Bill is read a 
second time, it is not likely to pass into 
law this session. He will not, therefore, 
be in a worse position so far as time is 
concerned, if he adopts my suggestion, 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 143 ; Noes, 


in a particular district which is still un-| 172. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 


AYES. 


Evans, Sir F.H.(Southampton | 
| Mather, William 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Fenwick, Charles 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


Cameron, Sir Charles(Glasgow 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 


| Field, William (Dublin) 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 


(Division List No. 125.) 


Manners, Lord Edw. Wn. J. 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
| Molloy, Bernard Charles 


| Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. | 
| Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 
| Moss, Samuel 


| Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


| Gladstone,RtHn.HerbertJohn | 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Gold, Charles 


Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley | 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 

| Gurdon, Sir William B. 

Harwood, George 

| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 

| Hazell, Walter 

| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 

| Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 


Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | Hughes, Celonel Edwin 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Dixon-HartlandSirFredDixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. ¢. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sam. T. (Glamorgan) 


Mr. Ritchie. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
| Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
| Labouchere, Henry 
Langley, Batty 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,DrM. A.(Qu'n’s C 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 





O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Chas. Edwd. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Acland Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, James E. B.( Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Jaldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manel’r. 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Jarry Rt. Hn A HSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Kt. Hn. W. W.B.(Hants 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow | 


Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Herttord, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
fletcher, Sir Henry 


Words added. 


{16 May 1900} 


| Williams,John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wylie, Alexander 


NOES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gartit, William 


| Gedge, Sydney 
| Gibbs,HnA G.H.(City of Lond 


| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 


Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gull, Sir Cameron 





Gunter, Colonel 

Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
| Hobhouse, Henry 
| Hornby, Sir Willian Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Lees 
| Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, Rt Hon William Edw. H. 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney. W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Ewan, William 
M'‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
| M‘Killop, James 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, Wiiliam (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
| Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
| Morrison, Walter 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
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Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Lough and Mr. George 
Whiteley. 


Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| PeaseHerbertPike( Darlington 
| Penn, John 
| Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton) 





Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHnH sraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

tankin, Sir James 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sandon, Viscount 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh. 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stock, James Henry 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincen!,Col.SirCEH(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-Under-L 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Jackson and Colonel Lock- 
wood. 


Second Reading put off for 





375 Adjournment of 
ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
5 LL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I have 
to move the Second Reading of this | 
Bill, the principle of which has already | 
been affirmed by the House. It is felt in 
Scotland, and by those who visit Scotland, 
that a great grievance exists in respect of 
the exclusion of the public from large | 
tracts of country containing 
scenery, and which would be far more ac- 
eessible to a great number of persons for 
purposes of health and recreation if the 
iaw were amended in the way this Bill 
proposed. I rest the case for the Bill on 
the fact that it has been long desired, 
that a large number of petitions in its 
favour have been presented, and that its 
principle has been affirmed by the House. | 
The Bill is hedged round with safeguards, | 
but I should be glad to consider any | 


suggestions that might be made in Com- | 


mittee, if further safeguards are needed. 
I shall be most happy to enter on the dis- 
cussion in a spirit of compromise, and [| 
hope, therefore, that the 


out opposition. 

Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Bryce.) 

Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : 
The right hon. Gentleman has introduced 
this Bill ina very few words, and I gather 
that he did so not so much because of the 
short period during which the discussion 


on it can last as because he believes the | 
measure to be one which will commend | 


itself so much to the public of Scotland 
and to the Members of this House as to 
require very little discussion. 
bound to say I could never 
why this Bill should be 

desired in Scotland and not in any other | 
part of the United Kingdom. 


Mr. BRYCE: Because the grievance 
in Scotland is greater. 
Mr. RENSHAW: My right hon. | 


friend says the grievance is greater in | 


Scotland than in any other part of the 
country ; but surely, if it is 
the public should have free access to 
large tracts of country now 
possession in Scotland, there should be 
equal right of admission to similar tracts 
in England, Ireland, and Wales. 
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the finest | 


Bill will be | 
allowed to pass its Second Reading with- | 


But I am | 
understand | 
particularly | 


right that | 


in private | 


the House. 
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Mr. BRYCE: They have it almost 


everywhere in England and Wales and 
Ireland already. 


| Mr. RENSHAW: Tam quite sure of 
| this, that anyone who has lived in Seot- 
land as long as I have would not. hesi- 
| tate to say we have as great freedom 
in 999 cases out of 1,000 in ‘Seotl: and as is 
enjoyed in any other part of the United 
Kingdom. It isin only a few exe eptional 
cases that any difficulty arises. The 
right hon. Gentleman said he was ready 
‘to accept Amendments to the Bill to 
| meet any defects which might be found 
| in it, but for my part I object to the Bill 
fundamentally. I believe it constitutes 
a grave departure from precedent and 
established practice, and if it were carried 
it might have injurious effects on certain 
industries. I would like to remind the 
| House that many moorland districts are 
to be found in the neighbourhood of big 
| cities, such as Glasgow, Greenock, Ayr, 
Perth, and Dundee, and the effect of 
passing legislation of this kind might be 
| absolutely destructive to the use of these 
lands for the purposes of sleep farming. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, 
the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed 
next. 


upon Tuesday 


COUNTY COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT 
(1891) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported; 
as amended, to be considered To-morrow. 


NEW BILL. 
JURORS’ EXPENSES. 
Bill to provide for the payment of 
the expenses of Jurors attending Assizes 
and Quarter Sessions, ordered to be 


‘brought in by Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. 
| John. Hutton, Mr. Philips, and Mr. 
| Howell. 


JURORS’ EXPENSES BILL. 

| “To provide for the payment of the 
expenses of Jurors attending Assizes and 
Quarter Sessions,” presented accordingly, 
/and read the first time; to be read a 
| second time upon Monday, 11th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 217.] 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 17th May, 1900. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 


London and San Francisco Bank [H.L.]. 
And also the Certificates that the Stand- 


ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with :— 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway— 
(Petition for Bill). 
Alexandra Park—(Petition for Bill). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


ALEXANDRA PARK--(PETITION FOR 
BILL). 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL- 
WAY-—-(PETITION FOR BILL). 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Monday next. 


SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. }. 


ROTHERHAM CURPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.1.] | 
Reported with Amendments. 


{17 May 1900} 
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on the 6th of April last discharged, and 
Bill committed for To-morrow. 


Business. 


MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L.]. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments. 





LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
Read 3¢; Amendments made; Bill 
passed and sent to the Commons. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [u.1.}. 
BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 
BILL [H.1.]. 

Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 

| Standing Order No. 93 considered 

| (according to Order), and dispensed with, 

| with respect to a Petition of the Hamilton 

Corporation. Leave given to present the 

| . eo, ¢ 

| said Petition. 

| LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 2) 

| BILL. 

Standing Order No. 93 considered 
(according to Order), and dispensed with, 
with respect to a Petition of Hammersmith 
Vestry. Leave given to present the said 





| Petition. 


SWYRFAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL | 
WATER BILL [u.1.]. | 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and | 
Bill reported with Amendments. 
| 


NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) GAS 
BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The Order made 
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NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [u.1.}. 

Report fromthe Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Lawrence be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Earl of Carlisle ; read, and agreed to. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [H.L.}. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order); and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


P 
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WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order). 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 
mitted toa Committee of the whole House 
To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1897. 


Second Report of the Congested Dis- 
tricts (Scotland) Board to the Secretary 
for Scotland. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2424. Russia (Batoum and Dis- 
trict). 

No. 2425. Russia (Poland and Lithu- 
ania). 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
Statistical Tables for the year 1899. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Order in Council for transferring to and 
making exerciseable by the Board of 
Education certain powers of the Charity 
Commissioners. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Petition against the sale of, on Sundays, 
and to children under sixteen years of 
age; of Guardians of the Poor of Lewis- 


ham; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS. 


Petition for legislation to improve posi- 


ion of ; of Inhabit: Tranmere :|_ - 
gol Ae tants of Tranmere ; | mines, gasworks, waterworks, canals, and 


read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Petition for legislation to ensure ade- 


{LORDS} 


(Ireland). 380 
{ PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
| Referred to a Select Committee. The 


following Lords were named of the Com- 
| mittee, viz. :— 
| L. Balfour. 
L. Lawrence. 
L. Russell of Killowen. 
| L. Burghclere. 
L. James. 
L. Ludlow. 
L. Avebury. 


| The Committee to meet on Monday 
| next, at Two o'clock, and to appoint their 
| own Chairman. 
cates 
| RATEABLE PROPERTY (IRELAND). 
*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BurteicH): The 
Return for which I have given notice to 
move is an agreed one, and I hope the 
House will have no objection to giving 
the order for it to be prepared. Returns 
‘of a similar kind have already been 
granted by Parliament to the Royal Com- 
‘mission on Local Taxation in the case of 
the English and Scottish authorities, and 
we now ask for a Return with regard to 
Ireland. 
Moved, For a Return showing, with 
respect to each rural and urban district, 
union, county, and county borough in 
Ireland, the rateable valuation of (1) lands; 
(2) buildings ; (3) railways ; (4) all other 
| kinds of rateable property ; and (5) Gov- 
ernment property exempt from rating, 
‘according to the valuation lists issued on 
1st March, 1900, for rating purposes for 
the following twelve months. 
For the purpose of this return :—(l) 
“land” includes all land the valuation of 
which is entered in the land column of 
‘the valuation lists; (2) “buildings” 
|inelude all houses, shops, warehouses, 
mills, factories, and other structures 
valued as buildings in the valuation lists, 
except railway buildings included in 
“(3)”; (3) “railways” include station- 
| houses, depts, signal cabins, and other 
railway buildings ; (4) “ all other kinds 
of rateable property” include quarnies, 


‘all other property which is valued on 
| profits, except railways; also half rents 
of exempted property ; (5) “Government 
property ” : this includes all property in 


quate provision for, from National sources ;, occupation of the Crown on which bounty 
of Guardians of the Poor of Lewisham ;) in lieu of rates is paid.—(Lord Balfour of 


| Burleigh.) 


read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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381 Judges’ 


Toe Eart oF DENBIGH: The Irish 
Government have no objection to the 
Return being granted. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Return ordered to be laid before the 
House. ‘ 


JUDGES’ DECISIONS. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, I beg leave to ask the Lord 
Chancellor if he concurs in the judgment 
of the Lord Chief Justice in the matter 
of the Birmingham Daily Argus; and to 
ask if the judgments and Judges of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
are on the same footing as those of the 
rest of the Courts of Law of Her 
Majesty. The judgment of the Lord 
Chief Justice consists of two parts, 
and it may safely be assumed that 
the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack concurs in that part which 
refers to some ribaldry which was pub- 
lished by the Birmingham Daily Argus, 
the literary offence of which was alone 
sufficient to explain the sentence passed. 
I will quote from a daily paper the other 
part of the judgment, which I hope has 
also obtained the assent of the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack. The 
Morning Post of Thursday, 29th March 
last, said— 


“It will be more appropriate on this 
account to consider Lord Russell’s judgment 
than to go back on the case which was closed 
yesterday. A consideration of this kind is 
due, because a careless reading of the case 
might create the impression that Judges are 
sacrosanct personages whom it is not lawful to 
criticise. Nothing could be further from the 
trath, as Lord Russell scrupulously stated. 
‘Judges and Courts,’ he said, ‘are alike open 
to criticism, if reasonable argument or 
expostulation is offered against any judicial 
at as contrary to law or the public good.’ 
, tut the Lord Chief Justice, so far 
from contending that a judge is exempt from 
criticism, even allowed that Mr. Justice 
Darling might fairly have been criticised on 
that occasion. ‘ His warning [to the Birming- 
ham press] may have been unnecessary,’ ran 
the judgment.’ ” 


In 1896,+ when I criticised in this House 
judgments of the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council on Hindu and Mussul- 
man Law, the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack censured me, and he did so 
interms which were not in accordance 
with the statements contained in the 





_t See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. xlii., page 227. 
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judgment of the Lord Chief Justice. I 
wish to know exactly what ground I stand 
upon, as there are other judgments since 
1896 requiring criticism. I would submit 
to the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack that what he then said was 
spoken in the heat of debate, and perhaps 
as the easiest and readiest answer to 
what I had urged against the judgment 
of the Judicial Committee, whereas what 
has been said by the Lord Chief Justice 
has been spoken judicially from the 
Bench. I would also ask leave to remind 
the noble and learned Lord that, if he 
does not concur with the judgment of the 
Lord Chief Justice in what concerns the 
judgments or Judges of the Judicial 
Committee as well as those of other of 
Her Majesty’s Law Courts, that would be 
postponing the dignity of the Woolsack 
and the House of Lords to that of the 
Judicial Committee, and in effect it would 
be giving to the Judicial Committee the 
invidious privileges of the Star Chamber 
from which it is lineally descended, and 
possibly conferring upon it the odium 
which all Huglishmen feel for the memory 
of the Star Chamber. 


Decisions. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hauspury): I confess that I was 
wholly unable to understand the noble 
Lord’s question as it stood upon the Paper, 
but he has explained himself. The noble 
Lord, on the occasion to which he refers, 
thought fit to comment upon and condemn 
in somewhat severe terms a judgment 
which had been given by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council; but I 
am not aware that anybody suggested 
that the noble Lord had thereby exposed 
himself to a process for contempt or any 
other form of procedure. I adhere to the 
opinion I then expressed as to the extreme 
inappropriateness—to use the mildest 
word—of commenting in this House upon 
a judgment which had been given in the 
regular course of law by Her Majesty’s 
Judges. I protest against being asked 
whether I concur in what the Lord Chief 
Justice said in the case referred to, and- I 
should have declined to answer it except 
that the noble Lord would suggest, from 








my declining to answer, that it was 
obvious [ disagreed with the Lord Chief 
Justice. For that reason only, I will say 
that I heartily and entirely concur in 
what was said by the Lord Chief Justice. 
| My remarks on the former occasion to 
| the noble Lord, and the observations of 


P 2 
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the Lord Chief Justice, are absolutely 
reconcilable with each other. 


THE READING CLERK OF THE 
HOUSE. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : My 
Lords, I beg leave to ask Her Majesty’s 
Government why they allowed the late 
Reading Clerk of the House to be 
superannuated since they have not 
appointed a successor; and why they 
have not appointed one. This is a 
question which, I think, would be more 
properly answered hy the noble Lord the 
Chairman of Committees, who is expected 
to look after the interests of the House. 
The natural answer to the question why 
Her Majesty’s Government should allow 
the late Reading Clerk to be super- 
annuated before appointing a successor 
would be that they adopted the maxim 
to be sure they were off with the old love 
before they were on with the new: which 
does not apply to either public or private 
service. We may be told that it is the 
everlasting enemy, the Treasury, which is 
at fault ; but my noble friend at the head 
of the Government has been encouraged 
over and over again by the press and the 
public to crush the Treasury, and not to 
bring it forward as an excuse on all 
occasions. I strongly protest against the 
hard and fast rule of superannuating 
officials at a certain period, ignoring 
altogether the question whether they are 
incapacitated or not. Only the other day 
[ met a retired colonel of cavalry who 
was as fit as ever to lead a charge, and a 
naval captain who, though possessing all 
his faculties, was on the retired list. 
This principle does not obtain in all civil 
matters. Who would think, for instance, of 
superannuating the most rev. Primate 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, or the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack ? 
The disadvantage of leaving the Reading 
Clerkship vacant is that it will give the 
Treasury an opportunity of saying, “ You 
have been without a Third Clerk at the 
Table for four months, so you can very 


well do without him for the other 
two.” Again, supposing one of the two 


Clerks should fall ill, great inconvenience 
would arise owing to there being no Third 
Clerk to take his place. On esthetic 
grounds, too, the vacancy should be filled, 
as at present the Table of your Lord- 
ships’ House is shorn of one of its orna- 
ments. Lastly, there is a personal con- 


sideration so far as I am concerned which 
The Earl of Halsbury. 


{LORDS} 
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gives me a locus stendi in raising the 
question. I have had occasion, when 
putting questions to Ministers, to ask the 
Reading Clerk to write down the answers, 
which it is impossible for me to hear, and 
he has always most courteously rendered 
this assistance, without which I am 
entirely at a loss to know what answer | 
get. I mention this to show that I do 
not put this question in order to give 
trouble to Her Majesty’s Government. 
I have heard a rumour that the 
appointment depends upon more than one 
person. If that is so, and they cannot 
agree, why not arbitrate? They could 
ask the noble Marquess at the head of 
the Government to be arbitrator ; but if 
there is no one else willing to do so, I 
shall be very glad to arbitrate. It is 
certainly a great disadvantage not to have 
the vacancy filled. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SEC. 
RETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY): 
I am afraid I am afflicted with the same 
difficulty as the noble Lord, and did not 
exactly hear what he said; but I venture 
on the opinion, with great diffidence, that 
it would not be competent for us to take 
any steps of any kind for the purpose of 
providing a person to write out answers 
for the noble Lord. I think that that 
would be an unusual application of the 
authorities of the House, and I am afraid 
I cannot promise him any assistance in 
that direction. I should probably be 
running into the danger of treating the 
noble Lord’s necessities with levity if L 
ventured to suggest to him any remedies 
for the awkward position in which he finds 
himself, but I do not think he can find a 
remedy in the appointment of officers of 
the House for the purpose of relieving 
him. 


*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 

(The Earl of Mortey): I should like to 
say one word before this question drops. 
Independent of writing out answers for 
my noble friend, there are many duties 
attached to the office of Reading Clerk, 
and no little inconvenience has been 
caused owing to a successor to the late 
Reading Clerk not having been appointed. 
The question was discussed on 22nd 
March before the Committee on Parlia- 
mentary Offices, and it is to be regretted 
that a decision, whatever that decision 
may be, has not been arrived at. 
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Tut LORD CHANCELLOR: The | the Standing Orders have not been com - 
noble Lord’s question ought not to have | plied with, viz. :— 


been addressed to Her Majesty’s Govern- | Kisianidits Peake 


ment, but to me, in whom is vested by | 
statute the power of making this appoint-| Qrdered, That the Report he referred to 
ment. In reply, I have only to say that | the Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
as soon as certain matters now under dis- | 
cussion are arranged it is probable thatan | PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [Lords] 
appointment will be made. lt aaa ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
House adjourned at a quarter before| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Fiveof the clock,till To-morrow, | Report from one of the Examiners of 
# quarter past Four of the clock. , Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
| originating in the Lords, the Standing 
| Orders haVe not been complied with, viz. :-— 








HOUSE OF COMMONS. 





Thursday, 17th May, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING | 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 


QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). | 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bill, originating in | 
the Lords, and referred on the First | 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 
not previously inquired into, and which | 
are applicable thereto, have been com- | 
plied with, viz. : | 

London Sea Water Supply Bill [Lords]. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 
time. 





‘ 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND. | 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- | 
TO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | 
First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 
which are applicable thereto have been | 
complied with, viz. :— 
Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) | 
Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 
time ‘T'o-morrow. 


| 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ; 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). | 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 


) ST. DAVID’S RAILWAY 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway 
Bill [Lords]. 


the Select Committee on Standing Orders, 


| 
| 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to 
| 


GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 


| agreed to. 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 
BILL. 
Queen’s Consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed. [New Title.] 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. . 
Read the third time, and passed. 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 

the third time. 


(ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL (BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1)). 

Bil} to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Barrow-upon-Soar (Rural), 
Bootle and Ongar (Rural), and the Don- 
caster and Mexborough and the Shepley 
and Shelley United Districts, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and 
Mr. Chaplin. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 


LOCAL 





Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the! of the Local Government Board relating 
ease of the Petition for the following Bill, | to Barrow-upon-Soar (Rural), Bootle and 
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Ongar (Rural), and the Doncaster and 
Mexborough and the Shepley and Shelley 
United Districts,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 218.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Lancaster, Ossett, and Wake- 
field, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. 
W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Lancaster, Ossett, and Wakefield,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
’ referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 219.] 


ALEXANDRA PARK. 


Petition for Bill ; referred to the Select | 
Committee on Standing Orders. | 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND | 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 


CIL BILL (JOINT COMMITTEE). | 


Sir UGurrep KAyY-SHUTTLEWORTH re- | 
ported from the Joint Committee on the | 
Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf | 
Urban District Council Bill, That the | 
parties promoting the Dublin Corporation | 
Bill had stated that the evidence of | 
Robert E. Matheson, Charlemont House, | 
Rutland Square, Dublin ; Thomas Mat- | 
thews, Railway Clearing House, Dublin ; | 
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do attend the Joint Committee on the 
Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill upon Thursday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock, © 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to the Charing 
Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
Bili, without amendment; and_ the 
Wetherby District Water Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act for conferring further powers 
on the Glasgow and South Western 
nailway Company for the construction 
of works and the acquisition of lands; 
for extending the powers of the Glasgow 
and Renfrew District Railway Company 
for the compulsory purchase of lands ; for 
empowering the Glasgow and South 
Western Railway Company to raise 
additional capital; and for other pur- 
poses.” Glasgow and South Western 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to ex- 
tend the time limited by the Dearne 
Valley Railway Act, 1897, for the com- 
pulsory purchase of lands for and the 
completion of certain of the works thereby 
authorised; to authorise the Dearne 
Valley Railway Company to abandon 
certain of their authorised works, and to 
construct further works ; and for other 
urposes.” Dearne Valley Railway Bill 
| Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


Very Rev. Canon Dillon, Pembroke, Dub-| empower the Rawmarsh Urban District 
lin ; Captain Graves, Harbour Master, | Council to construct and work tramways 
Dublin ; Edward H. Kearney, Clonliffe | and to make street improvements ; and 
Road, Drumcondra; John P. Griffith, | for other purposes.” Rawmarsh Urban 
Engineer of the Dublin Port and Docks | District Council Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Board, Dublin ; and John E. Barton, | 
Valuation Officer, Ely Place, Dublin, was | 
essential to their case ; and it having been | 
proved that their attendance could not | DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 
be procured without the intervention of , . 


S}. 
the House, he had been instructed to move i Getidale Pha a9 pi ous 
that the said Robert E. Matheson, Thomas mt ‘BAN is JOUN- 
Matthews, Very Rev. Canon Dillon, were evonpett ney San Cee 
Captain Graves, Edward H. Kearney, Read the first time ; and referred to the 
John P. Griffith, and John E. Barton do | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
attend the said Committee upon Thursday 
next at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [Lords]. 





PETITIONS. 


Ordered, That Robert E. Matheson, 
Thomas Matthews, the Very Rev. Canon 
Dillon, Captain Graves, Edward H. Kear- 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION BILL. 
Petition from West Ham, for altera- 





ney, John P. Griffith, and John E. Barton | tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
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ESTABLISHED CHURCHES OF | 2424 and 2425 [by Command]; to lie 
ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND. | upon the Table. : 
Petition of the United Presbyterian | 
Synod, for disestablishment and disen- | 





dowment ; to lie upon the Table. | STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
PANEL). 
GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) Mr. Joun E. ELLis reported from the 


ey extagen agen | Chairmen’s Panel, That they had ap- 


Petition of the United Presbyterian | pointed Sir James Fergusson to act as 
Synod, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. | Ghairman of the Standing Committee for 
LUNACY BILL | the consideration of Bills relating to Law, 
# aes eae and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
Petitions for alteration, from West | dure, in respect of the Burial Grounds 
Ham ; and Wolstanton and Burslem ; to | Bil] and Borough Funds Bill ; and that 
lie upon the Table. ‘they had appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy 
ati wi _ to. act as Chairman of the Standing Com- 
SALE OCHILDREN (No 3) ao TO | mittee for the consideration of Bills re- 
Ditties tt fr Bla k Tor | lating to Trade (including Agriculture 
: ong = y bese Dy spay od or’ | and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, 
rington ; Pontycymmer (two); Todmor-| in respect of the Agricultural Holdings 
den; Swansea; Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; | Bill. ; 


d Bootle. 
and Dootvie Report to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL AND SUN- 





DAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHS a) | yO ’ 
Ag h (MONMOUTHSHIRE) | QUESTIONS. 
Petition from Ruabon, in favour ; to lie | —— 
upon the Table. |SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—EXCHANGE 


OF PRISONERS. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO *gin E, ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
eee, ee ee field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the First 
Petitions in favour, from Greenock ; | Lord of the Treasury whether Her 
Innellan ; and Galashiels ; to lie upon the Majesty’s Government will now propose 
Table. to the Transvaal Government an exchange 
of British and Boer prisoners of war. 


mt , Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
Petitions in favour, from Black Tor-| sURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
rington ; and Swansea ; to lie upon the | E.): Ido not think the time has come 
Table. 'when any useful negotiations on this 
subject can be entered into with the Boer 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. _ | Government. 


LOANS AND ADVANCES TO FOREIGN — BRITISH MERCHANTS’ LOSSES 
STATES. THROUGH THE WAR. 

Return presented, relative thereto Str JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) : 
cypores 27th April ; Lord Bulcarres|; to | I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
ie upon the Table, and to be printed. Colonies whether steps have been or will 
[No. 180.] be taken to inquire into the direct losses 

'of merchants who shipped goods from 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL | Great Britain or Ireland to South Africa 
RENTS). before the outbreak of the war, and 

Copy presented, of Return for the | which goods, owing to the war, were lost 

months of August, September, and) py reason of delay in delivery ; and if a 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 





_ October, 1899 [by Command]; to lie! oourt of inquiry be set up where will it 


upon the Table. | sit, and what steps will merchants be 


| i j f of claims. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), | 7@duired to take in proof of claims 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and| *Tuz UNDER SECRETARY oF 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
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BropRick, Surrey, Guildford) : There is 
no reason to suppose that any claims 
which could properly be made for losses 
of this nature could not be dealt with by 
the existing courts of law. 


MAFEKING. 


*Srr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether he can give the House any infor- 
mation as to the relief of Mafeking or the 
movements of the relief column. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpbHAM, 
Dover): I regret that I am not able to 
give the House the only news which 
would relieve the nation of anxiety— 
namely, news of the relief of the heroic 
garrison. Perhaps I may say that it must 
have occurred to hon. Members that if 
the event we so desire took place the 
intelligence could not reach us for two 
days, and very possibly might not reach 
us for five days. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Is 
there any confirmation of the reported 
repulse of a Boer attack upon Mafeking, 
and the capture of a prominent Boer 
officer ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No; that report 
comes from a Boer source, and I am not 
prepared to criticise it. 


PAARDEBERG AND KOORN SPRUIT 
OPERATIONS—DESPATCHES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, inasmuch as Lord 
Roberts had not in person assumed the 
direct command on the first day of the 
fighting at Paardeberg, a report of the 
operations on that day has been, in accor- 
dance with practice, made to him by Lord 
Kitchener the officer in actual command ; 
and whether Lord Roberts has forwarded 
Lord Kitchener's report with a covering 
despatch expressing his own opipion of 
the manner in which these operations 
have been carried out ; and, if not, when 
may Lord Roberts’s Paardeberg despatches 
be expected to reach the War Office. I 
beg also to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the despatches 
relating to the loss of the convoy at 
Koorn Spruit last March have yet reached 
the War Office. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Sir, I am not pre- 
pared to anticipate by way of question 


{COMMONS} 
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and answer any exercise which the Secre- 
tary of State may see fit to make of his 
discretion to publish despatches and re- 
ports on military operations, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will at least tell me 
whether the despatches have arrived or 
not ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That question is, 
I think, covered by the reply I have 
given. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I congratu- 
late the War Office. 


MARTIAL LAW—NUMBER OF 
ARRESTS, ETC. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
number of persons who had been arrested 
under its provisions in the districts in 
South Africa where martial law has been 
proclaimed up to 30th April, how many 
of these had been brought to trial, and 
with what result ; whether, and, if so, in 
how many cases has the intervention of 
the Supreme Court beer invoked, and 
with what results ; whether, and, if so, in 
how many cases have persons arrested 
been discharged by the military autho- 
rities after conviction and sentence on an 
appeal being made to the Supreme Court, 
but irrespective of any intervention on 
its part ; and how many persons arrested 
have been discharged without being 
brought to trial. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Very little infor- 
mation on this subject has reached us as 
yet from South Africa. Records are 
kept of all trials held under martial law, 
and at a later date I shall no doubt be 
able to give the hon. Member some of the 
particulars for which he asks. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Can the hon. 
Gentleman indicate a date ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The records will 
reach us in due course, but not probably 
at a very early date. 


MARTIAL LAW—CASE OF J. J. MICHAU. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether further attention 
will be paid to the case of Mr. J. J. 
Michau, who was arrested at Modder 
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River by the English on 28th November, | *Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
having previously been captured by the | State for War has no knowledge of the 
Republican forces ; if he was sent down | matter alluded to in the question. 

to Cape Town, returned to De Aar, con- | 


fined there in the common gaol, and | 
finally released and told there was nothing | 
against him ; and whether, on his return | 
from his capture by the Republicans, he | 
found his house taken by English soldiers. | 





INDIAN BOOTS FOR THE TROOPS. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether Reports have 
been received from commanding or other 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We have no infor- | Officers, or officials charged with this duty, 
mation on this case. The Secretary of | With respect to the boots supplied to the 
State for War has every confidence that | troops in South Africa; to what troops, 
martial law is being administered in | and in what quantities, the 60,000 boots 


South Africa with the least possible in-| Supplied from India last autumn have 


convenience to the inhabitants. 


Dr. TANNER: May I ask the hon. 
Gentleman why it was that this gentle- 


man was sent down from Cape Town to | 


be tried under the ordinary law, and then 
returned to this district released 4 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask the 
hon. Member to accept the reply I have 
given. We have no record at present of 
the proceedings.. The application of 
martial law must always involve ques- 
tions of principle, and, in the case of 
South Africa, it embraces a vast number 


of material facts which it is impossible to | 


debate in this House. 

Dr. TANNER: Why was it that this 
gentleman was arrested and subsequently, 
on investigation, released ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 


hon. Gentleman has already declined to 
give any further answer. 


Dr. TANNER: I will raise the ques- 
tion again. 


MAJOR CREWE. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I bey to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether a Major Crewe, now serving with 
the military force under General Brabant 
in South Africa, is the same person who 
was recently secretary of the South 
African League, and who also recently 
unsuccessfully contested the district of 
Aliwal North for a seat in: the Cape 
Assembly ; whether Major Crewe is in- 


| been served out ; and what Reports have 

been received as to the usefulness and 
| durability or failure of these boots under 
| the conditions of active service. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
|THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 
| WiLLiAMs, Birmingham, S.): Reports 
| have been received from Lord Roberts 
| and Sir Redvers Buller, but they do not 
‘indicate the distribution of the Indian 
| boots among the troops ; and at the date 
of the last Report, the Indian boots had 
| not been sufficiently tried to admit of a 
| definite opinion upon their merits. 


| Mr. CHANNING: Are not the War 
| Office in a position to trace the various 
‘articles supplied under contract, and to 
| obtain information as to their usefulness 
‘or otherwise ? 


| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes 
| Sir, the War Office, with proper time and 
' with proper opportunity, will trace any- 
| thing, I think. These boots were issued 
| generally for the Army, and we do not 
'know at present among what particular 
| troops they were distributed. 


; ROMAN 
| TRANSPORTS 
WOUNDED. 

| Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 
| derry): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
| of State for War whether the War Office 
| has taken any steps to provide Roman 


CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS ON 
RETURNING WITH 


Catholic chaplains for hospital ships or 


| transports returning to this country with 
| sick and wounded. 





trusted with the power of making arrests | 

at his discretion, and seizing and selling | *Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter has 
the stock and effects of those so arrested ; | not been lost sight of, and arrangements 
and whether he has been so arresting per- | have been made. If the number of 
sons and so selling their stock in the dis- | Roman Catholics invalided home on any 


trict where recently he was a defeated | transport were sufficiently large, the 
eandidate, ‘military authorities at Capetown have 
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authority to engage a priest for the 
voyage, 


Questions. 


SWAZILAND. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if the 
unsettled condition of affairs in Swaziland 
still continues ; if he has ofticial informa- 
tion of the murder of Sebobo and the 
destruction of his kraal ; and if, in conse- 
quence of the absence of law and order in 
Swaziland as alleged, a number of natives 
have petitioned the Crown to be permitted 
to pass armed through Swaziland to a 
district called Nemahash, locally krown 


{COMMONS} 








as No Man’s Land, being in dispute 
between the Swazi and the Portuguese. | 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For} 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I believe that there 
has been unsettlement in the country, 
probably in consequence of the with- 
drawal of its administration by the South 
African Republic after the outbreak of 
war, but I have no means of ascertaining 
the present state of affairs. As to the 
second paragraph I have no official in- 
formation, while in regard to the third 
the answer is in the negative. 


Dr. TANNER: Is it not the fact that 
the natives asked permission to pass 
through this No Man’s Land outside 
British administration in South Africa ? 
Does the right hon. Gentleman deny 
that ? 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
knowledge on the subject. 


PARCELS POSTAGE TO RHODESIA— | 
CONCESSIONS FOR THE RHODE. | 
SIAN FIELD FORCE. 

Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon, 

Honiton) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 

Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 

General, if at the present time 2s. 9d. 

per pound or fraction of a pound has to 

be paid on all parcels to Rhodesia, in 
addition to 1s. 6d. levied on each parcel on 
arrival and to charges levied by the Portu- 
guese Government, and whether he can 
hold out hopes of an alteration of these 
charges in favour of the field force now 
serving in Rhodesia, including the privi- 
lege of penny postage. 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): The postage payable upon all 





| having 
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parcels sent to Rhodesia is 2s, 9d. a 

und, or fraction of a pound, up to the 
imit of seven pounds. In addition to 
this postage a fixed charge of 1s. 6d. is 
made by the Rhodesian authorities upon 
every dutiable parcel for stamp duty and 
the formalities connected with its clear- 
ance through the Customs. The Post- 
master General has no knowledge of any 
charges levied at Beira in respect of 
transit through Portuguese territory. 
There is no agreement regulating the 
matter ; but the Portuguese Post Office 
would be within its rights in levying a 
charge. Parcels for the Rhodesian Field 
Force, prepaid the inland rate of postage, 
and addressed care of Embarkation 
Officer, Southampton, are despatched 
from Southampton by the military 
authorities as military opportunities 
occur. All letters for the Rhodesian 
Field Force prepaid at the rate of 1d. per 
half-ounce are being treated exceptionally, 
and sent forward from this country for 
delivery free of charge. 


ARMY RESERVE MEDICAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether, seeing that under allowance 
regulations a retired officer who may be 
recalled to service is to be granted in aid 
of his outfit a sum not exceeding £100, 
and that by Royal Warrant it is provided 
that Army Reserved Officers are liable to 
be called to Army service at a time of 
emergency, he will state on what ground 


| the medical officers who have been re- 


called from retirement to active service 
have been refused this allowance in aid of 
outfit which has been granted to all other 
officers in similar cases; and whether, 
regard to the dissatisfaction 
created by the refusal of this allowance, 
the War Office will take steps tc secure 
that retired medical officers should not be 
denied a favour extended to other officers. 
recalled to active service. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: These officers are 
offered employment in ordinary course a3 
acting medical officers in charge of 
stations at home, and cannot be regarded 
as being in a position analogous to that 
of officers recalled to service. They are, 
therefore, not entitled to outfit allowance. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that great dissatisfac- 
tion exists among these medical officers ! 
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397 Questions. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


IRISH GUARDS—OFFICERS’ COM- 
MISSIONS. 


{17 May 1900} 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the gentle- 
man named for the coloneley an English- 
man ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg | told the hon. Member that I have no 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for | 
' referred to. 
Office decided that the relaxations of the | 
Catholic Emancipation Act, 1829, do not | 
apply to officers in Her Majesty’s house- | 


War on what grounds have the War 


hold troops ; would it be illegal to permit 
a Roman Catholic to act as an officer in 


the proposed Irish Guards Regiment, and | 
must the colonel also be by birth an | 
rise the issue of 4s. per diem to the officers of 


Englishman ; and can the Government 
refer to any minute, order; or law ex- 
plaining the rumoured appointments to 
commissions in this regiment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give the 
grounds for a decision which has not been 
taken. Appointments are made to the 
Irish Guards, as to all other regiments, 


without inquiring into the religion of | 
Irish birth, on the other | 
place them on the same footing in this. 


candidates. 
hand, does give a preferential claim to 
selection. I know nothing of the rumours 
referred to. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it a fact that 
not a single Catholic is to be allowed 
to be an officer in this new regiment ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared 
to discuss the giving of Her Majesty’s 
commissions before such commissions are 
given, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are there any 
Catholic officers in the Army suitable for 
such a position ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must repeat what 
I have just said. The giving of Her 
Majesty’s commissions is not a subject 


which can properly be discussed until | 
| quarters and lodging money where they 


they are given. If they are improperly 
distributed, then the action of the Govern- 
ment will form a subject for criticism at 
a later date. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the hon. 
Gentleman answer my question whether 
the colonel must be by birth an English- 
man ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
that question by saying that Irish birth 
gives a preferential claim to selection. No 
doubt there are many other qualifications 
to be considered. . 


during training. On 
‘regiment is granted £100 for starting the 


| granted to Militia officers. 


knowledge of the rumours which he has. 


MILITIA OFFICERS—TRAINING 


ALLOWANCES. 
GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 


Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Under: 


Secretary of State for War whether the 
regulations are still in foree which autho 


a Militia battalion when attending annual 
training, and whether the adjutant and 
quartermaster also draw this allowance, 
which, when such battalion is embodied, 
is not issued ; and whether, seeing that an 
allowance of £100 is given to each officer 
of the battalion on disembodiment, but 


| not to the adjutant and quartermaster, he 


will take into consideration that this grant 
should also be made to them so as to 
respect as other officers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The adjutant and 
quartermaster draw the mess allowance. 
embodiment the 


mess and £24 a year for each company 


‘for maintenance of the mess; there is, 
accordingly, no reason for issuing the 4s. 


mess allowance during embodiment. On 
disembodiment a gratuity of £100 is. 
The question, 
however, of some grant in aid of these 
two officers in view of their removal to a. 
station other than the headquarters of 
their battalion is under consideration ; 


but it must be remembered that they 


retain their old quarters and stabling or: 
the allowances in lieu in addition to. 


are serving. 
= 


Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 
Do the adjutant and quartermaster receive: 
the £100 gratuity ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, but their case 
is under consideration, as I have said. 


ROYAL RESERVE BATTALIONS. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg: 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for: 
War whether he proposes to take further 


and immediate steps to bring up the: 
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Royal Reserve battalions and regiments 
to their proposed strength of 45,000 men. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Nearly 30,000 
men have applied for enrolment in the 
Royal Reserve battalions, and applications 
are still being received. I am not aware 
that a strength of 45,000, nor, indeed, 
that any other limit, has been proposed. 


Mason RASCH: As we have been 
informed that the defence of the country 
is not the duty of the Government or the 
War Office, might it not be handed over 
to the Primrose League # 


[No answer was returned. } 


FULL PAY OFFICERS AND CIVIL 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Major RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
is aware that an officer on full pay of the 
12th Lancers is manager of the Hurling- 
ham Club at a salary of £400; and 
whether the holding of such appointments 
by officers on full pay is in accordance 
with regulations. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State for War has no knowledge of the 
matter referred to. The Queen’s Regula- 
tions do not deal with the acceptance of 
appointments other than directorships. 
If the hon. Member will supply me with 
the name of the officer inquiry will be 
made into the circumstances of this case. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 
regulation as to directorships apply to 
the Under Secretary for War ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


SSOLDIERS’ PENSIONS—CASE OF PETER 
CROWLEY. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- | thoroughly inquired into ! 
ganshire, Rhondda): I beg to ask the | 


Under Secretary of State 


whether his attention has been called to | 


the case of Peter Crowley, of Fermoy, | 
who served seven years in the Connaught | 
Rangers, six years of which were spent | 
in India, who was placed in the Reserve | 
three years ago, and in December last 
was ordered to report himself at Galway 
for active service, but owing to a 


form of heart disease, contracted during 
his term of service, was found unfit ; 
whether he is aware that, on returning to 
Fermoy, he was seized with paralysis, 
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will he explain why, in February last, he 
was again summoned to Tralee for Home 
service, but, being utterly incapacitated, was 
discharged, and his pension of 6d. per day, 
which in the ordinary course would con- 
tinue for fifteen months longer, has been 
stopped, so that he is now, at the age 
of thirty years, dependent for support 
upon the labour of a widowed mother; 
and if inquiry will be made into the cir- 
cumstances of this man, with the view of 
restoring his pension. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
case will be inquired into, and the claim 
to pension will be duly considered. [ 
may add that the 6d. a day was not a 
pension, but was Reserve pay, and ceased 
on the man’s discharge from the Reserve. 


WOOLWICH ARSENAL--JAMES QUIN- 
LAN’S CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
favourably entertain the giving of a sub- 
stantial compensation in the case of 
James Quinlan, who met with an accident 
working in Woolwich Arsenal in 1881, 
from which he has never recovered ; and 
if medical certificates proving the injuries 
Quinlan suffered from will be taken into 
account ; and whether he can state why 
his pension has not been granted and his 
sick pay never given. 


| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
particulars given in the question have 
proved insufficient to enable the case to 
be identified. If details can be given as 
to the approximate date of the accident 
|and the department in which the man 
| was serving at the time, further in«uiries 
can be made. 


i 
TANNER: 





Dr. Will 


ease be 
Attention 


the 


| has before this been drawn to it. 
for War | 


[No answer was given. ] 


VOLUNTEERS—SOLICITORS’ ARTICLED 
CLERKS. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 

I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 

whether he will take steps to provide by 


legislation or otherwise that service with 


the Volunteers shall not be held to be 
employment within the meaning of the 
statute which provides that articled 
clerks shall not undertake employment 





which left one side completely disabled ; 


during the term of their articles. 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rosert FrnuAy, Inverness Burghs) : 


The prohibition does not apply to cases_ 
in which an articled clerk has obtained | 


his principal’s consent and the order of the 
Master of the Rolls or of a Judge. I am 


informed that the Master of the Rolls’ 


has already made several orders under 
this provision to enable articled clerks to 
go into camp, and the council of the In- 
corporated Law Society stated at the 


commencement of the war that they | 


would make every possible effort to 
answer that any time occupied in service 
for the Crown should not be lost to the 
clerk when the absence had been with 
the consent of his principal. I do not 
think that any necessity for legislation 


on the subject has so far been established. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
What power has the Incorporated Law 
Society in the matter ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: It depends | 


on statute. The Incorporated Law 
Society has promised to endeavour to 
make arrangements to allow the time to 


count so long as the consent of the. 


principal has been obtained for the ab- 
sence. 
of the Court, and in getting that the 
society may be able to assist. 


CIVIL SERVANTS AND VOLUNTEER 
ENCAMPMENTS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if the concession made to 
civil servants who serve in the Volun- 
teer force attending the camp deemed 
necessary this year by the War Office, 
as regards pay for the obligatory fourteen 
days, applies to Government workmen in 


Volunteer corps as well as to the clerical | 


establishment. 


Mr. HANBURY : Yes, Sir. 


H.M.S. “ POWERFUL”—SPEED. 
Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 


land): I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 
Admiralty it he will inform the House of | 
the daily speed and consumption of fuel | 
of Her Majesty’s cruiser “ Powerful,” on | 
the voyage from the Cape of Good Hope | 


to Portsmouth, and state for what period 
the vessel has been actually under steam 
and the number of nautical miles run since 
heing commissioned ; and whether she is 


{17 May 1900} 


This involves obtaining an order | 
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now in such a condition as to maintaim 
| her designed speed of 224 knots. 


' THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
'RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s,. 
Hanover Square): The speed of the 
“ Powerful ” on the voyage from the Cape 
of Good Hope varied, being partly at the 
discretion of the captain and partly in 
accordance with orders. From the reports: 
received the average speed between St. 
Helena and Ascension was 10-2 knots and. 
consumption of coal 102 tons per day. 
From Ascension to Las Palmas. the 
average speed was 13:1, and coal per day 
200 tons, strong head winds being ex- 
| perienced during the last two days. The 
| bottom of the “‘ Powerful ” is no doubt foul, 
as it is more than eighteen months since 
she was docked, and she was a long time: 
at anchor at Durban. This would 
naturally increase her coal consumption 
‘for the same speed. Her screws were 
found to be very foul, and had to be 
cleaned by divers at St. Helena. The 
/number of days under steam actually 
|under way during the commission was 
156, and the number of sea miles run 
46,577. The machinery and boilers are 
reported in excellent condition for carry- 
ing out a full-speed trial on arrival in 
England if it had been ordered. In her 
last full-speed trial, which was made 
‘before she left China, she developed 
23,032 h.p., 25,000 being her maximum 
designed power. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): Can the 
vessel do 223 knots now as originally 
designed ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : She was designed for 
22 knots for the contractor’s trial, not 
223. Her machinery and boilers are in 
| excellent order, and there is no reason 
why she should not do as well now as 
when commissioned. 


Mr. ALLAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman put her to the test now, so: 
that the country may be satisfied ? 


Questions. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: No, Sir. The 
“ Powerful ” is going to be paid off. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman say what speed the 
“ Powerful ” developed in her last full- 
| speed trial on the China Station ? 


| Mr. GOSCHEN : I cannot answer from 
| memory. I will state that to-morrow. 
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But I believe it was 20 or 21 knots; 
certainly 20. 


Questions. 


ASHANTI—THE GOLDEN STOOL. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to a report purporting to be 
a verbatim report of a speech to the 
natives, recently delivered by the Gover- 
nor, at Coomassie, in which he asked 
where was the golden stool and why did 
he not sit to-day on the golden stool, and 
whether he was not their king ; whether 
-such language has the approval of the 


‘Colonial Office ; and whether he has any | 


information to give the House as to the 
cause of the native rising at Coomassie. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The notes 
.of the Governor’s speech which have been 
received show that he was impressing upon 
the kings and chiefs that the Queen was 
now the paramount power in Ashanti 
and that he asked why they had not 
brought the golden stool to which she was 
-entitled, and on which he should sit as 
the representative of the paramount 
power. He did not represent himself to 
be the King of Ashanti, and there does 


not appear to be anything to disapprove | 


of in the language which he used. It is 
not possible at present to say what was 
the cause of the rising. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


May I ask who it was contemplated was | 


to sit on this piece of furniture ? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


me to go into the history of this stool. 
It is an emblem of sovereignty in 
Ashanti, a sort of fetish, and it is 
desirable as a means to secure the pacifi- 
cation of the country that it should be in 
the possession of the Governor as repre- 
senting the paramount Power. 


Dr. TANNER: Has it been sent to 
Birmingham ? 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Is the right | 


hon. Gentleman aware that the rising has 
been attributed to this speech of the 
Governor ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, yes; 
but it is not reasonable or to be expected 


{COMMONS} 


I do not. 
know whether the hon. Gentleman wishes | 
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| considered the subject with imperfect 
| knowledge of the facts. 


| AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL. 


| Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg toask the 
|Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
| the House the memorandum handed over 
| by him to Mr. Reid, as the dean of the 
representatives from Australia, on the 
occasion of the Queen’s Jubilee, to this 
country, in which the opinion of Her 
Majesty’s Government was expressed in 
regard to a draft proposal for an Austra- 
lian Commonwealth Bill, that the Imperial 
| Parliament would think it its duty to 
interfere if any limitations to the right of 
appeal to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council were inserted in any such 
Act ; and whether, since then, any further 
communication was make of a like 
character to any Governor vf an Austra- 
lian colony, with a view to its communi- 
cation to his Ministry, previous to the 
arrival of the Australian delegates during 
the present year in this country. ; 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member has not correctly described 
the purport of the memorandum in ques- 
tion. It contains amendments proposed 
by Her Majesty’s Government, and a 
second memorandum contained the 
reasons for them, but neither of them 
state that the Imperial Parliament would 
think it their duty to interfere. The 
probability of such interference was stated 
by me in conversation. I have no objec- 
tion to lay upon the Table everything in 
these memoranda referring to the right 
of appeal. The answer to the second 
question is ‘* No.” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies a question of which I have given him 
private notice—namely, whether — the 
Government or the right hon. Gentleman 
has, or has had, in their possession a copy 
of a: pamphlet by the Right Hon. Sir 
Samuel Way, Chief Justice of South 
Australia and Lieutenant Governor, in 
advocacy of the retention of the power of 
appeal to the Privy Council from the 
Superior Court in Australia, and, if so, 


| whether this pamphlet will be circulated 
among the Members of the House before 


that I should answer in the House for all| the Second Reading of the Common- 
| wealth Bill. 


the attributions of those who may have 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The private | Crown Agents’ commission having in- 
notice of this question only reached me | creased beyond what was required for the 
when I came to the House, and I confess | support of the Agents’ establishment, 
[do not quite understand why the hon. | authorised the Crown Agents to reduce 
Member could not have given the usual | the rate of commission, and that the sum 
notice. I can only say that I personally | accumulated beyond that required for 
have not seen this pamphlet ; but whether | the support of this establishment now 
it has been received at the Colonial Office | amounts to £341,527, has he considered 

| 





or not, or what should be done with it if | whether the rate of the Crown Agents’ com- 
it has been received there, I cannot yet | missions should not now again be reduced ; 
say. sn has he anys masa - te 
a 3 to lay upon the Lable of the House the 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I will ask rang of the Crown Agents for the 
prow. last five years. I may say a little error 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Certainly. | as crept into the second and third 

ae “| paragraph. The decisions referred to 
-.Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And look at | were not those of the right hon. Gentle- 
The Times in the meantime. man but of his predecessors. 


f , Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, and 
og wee Fo A Eto coihaueee ee cra oe question will see 
 wiaagei net ‘ 1at it is impossible to give an answer in 
Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, “YR: whe... 
, . the ordinary way in the House. What I 
“al s ne aw - pong Bn eee propose to do, tome x4 hon. or con- 
os gthedihe ; , sent, is to send him full particulars in re- 
the colonies of Australasia, respectively, | 74 ee Of wane rere sige 
which have been heard by the Judicial a a Ser aan, Saar ee 
Committee of the Privy Council during | department ey aes y the 
the last seven years. pennian e 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The numbers Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Can I have 
are as follows :—New South Wales, 66 ; them by next Tuesday 4 
Victoria, 20 ; Queensland, 12; Western} Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will try, 
.” he — ow “ ; _ a but the matter will require a considerable 
ealand, 12; anc asmana, 1. € | amount of investigation. 
above appeals have been disposed of “ 








during the last seven years. Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can I have 
‘ a general statement ? 
CROWN AGENTS’ ACCOUNTS. | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will do 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask | what I can. 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies | Sir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
can he state whose property ” tne reserve | (Stirling Burghs): Will the curiosity of 
fund accumulated by the Crown Agents | other hon. Members be satisfied as well as 
for the Colonies, which, on 31st March, | that of the hon. Member opposite ? Might 
1900, amounted to £341,527 ; in whose | no¢ the information be laid on the Table ? 
name the invested portion thereof is in- | 
vested; who is responsible for the; Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: If any 
management and application of the fund | other hon. Members have the same 
itself ; who keeps the accounts thereof ; | curiosity as my hon. friend, I shall be 
and to whom such accounts are rendered ; | glad to lay the information on the Table. 
seeing that it was laid down by himin| «| ‘ a8 en s 
1863, with the sanction of the Lords of | a H. pan er SE . 
the Treasury, that this reserve fund was | I ” oe > iN ai ye erwise we might be 
intended to meet any sudden falling off | °?Y104S of the hon. Gentleman. 
in the receipts of the office, and to provide d 
for retiring pensions and gratuities, will BRITISH NORTH BORNEO. 
he say whether during the last ten years} Mr, WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
any, and, if so, what gratuities have been | beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
paid out of this fund, and to whom ;| Colonies when Papers will be circulated 
seeing that he in 1868, in consequence of | showing the causes of the disturbances in 
the sums received on account of the! British North Borneo which resulted in the 
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death of Mat Salleh, and subsequently in 
an expedition against his brother, Mat 
Sator. And whether such Papers will 
show the number of natives killed and 
wounded. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is not proposed 
to lay any Papers on the subject. 


MOMBASA HARBOUR. 


*Sir HENRY STANLEY (Lambeth, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, in 
view of the difficulties experienced by 
steamers in discharging cargo at Kilin- 
dini, the Government intend to shortly 
commence the improvements on that side 
of Mombasa Harbour, as recommended 
by Sir Guilford Molesworth in his 
Report. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No difficulty has 
been experienced in unloading steamers 
in Kilindini Harbour by means of 
lighters. The railway has been ex- 
tended to the town of Mombasa as recom- 
mended by Sir Guilford Molesworth. 


is not at present contemplated to under- | 


take further harbour works. 


UGANDA-—SIR H. JOHNSTON’S 
PROPOSALS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether a com- 
munication has been received from Sir 
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effective patrol of the Yang-tsze-Kiang 
between these places ; and, if so, whether 
her Majesty’s Government will replace 
them by gunboats better adapted for the 


purpose. 
*Mr. BRODRICK: A telegram has 


been received from the Commander-in- 
Chief on the China station, announcing 
the arrival of the “Woodcock” and 
“ Woodlark ” at Chung-king, and stating 
that the former would proceed to examine 
the river above Chung-king ; but some 
time must necessarily elapse before a 
report can be received on the subject. 


THE WAIMA INCIDENT. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the delay in 
obtaining compensation from the French 
Government in respect of the Waima 
incident is due to the fact that the 
question, with the consent of both parties, 


|has been included among more general 


| 


It | 





H. Johnston, Special Commissioner in | 


Uganda ; and whether he can state what | 


are the proposals that he makes as to the 
future administration and taxation of 
that country. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Several communi- 
cations have been received. Sir H. 
Johnston has made proposals for a partial 
and gradual imposition of hut and gun 
taxes in Uganda, but a full report from 
him is anticipated. 


CHINA—THE YANG-TSZE-KIANG— 
BRITISH GUNBOATS. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the experiences of the gunboats 
“Woodcock” and “ Woodlark,” in their 
recent journey from Ichang-fu to Chung- 
King-fu, have shown that they are 
unsuitable in construction and steaming 
power for carrying on a continuous and 





negotiations. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty’s 
Government are desirous of settling the 
questions of claims in respect of incidents 
in West Africa which are outstanding 
between this country and France, of 
which the Waima case is one. Terms of 
settlement by arbitration were made to 
the French Government in March last, to 
which an answer is awaited. 


BRITISH TRADE WITH MADAGASCAR. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
what are the latest figures in his possession 
relating to British exports to Madagascar ; 
and whether there has been any falling 
off in the volume of British export trade 
with that island since the promulgation 
of the last French tariffs ; and, if so, to 
what extent in total values. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcuig, Croydon): 
The value of British and Irish produce 
exported to Madagascar in 1899 was 
£37,641, compared with £34,604 in 
1898, and £158,610in 1897. During the 
first three months of the present year the 
value has been £16,185, compared with 
£6,321 in the corresponding period of 
1899, £9,681 in the same period of 1898, 
and £34,105 in that of 1897. These 


figures show that, as anticipated, there has 
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409 Questions. 


been a great falling off in British exports 
to Madagascar since the introduction of 


the French tariffs in 1897 and 1898, | 


especially in cotton piece goods, which 
declined from 11,973,000 yards in 1897 
to 345,700 yards in 1899. 


INDIAN FAMINE—PROPOSED 
PARLIAMENTARY GRANT. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to ask 
theSecretary of State for India whatanswer 
has been returned by the Viceroy to the 
intimation that a grant from the Imperial 
Treasury in aid of famine relief is at his 
service, if he requires it. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


Ealing): No communication of the cha- 


racter suggested has been made to the 
Viceroy. He has been informed, as I 


have before stated, that if an emergency 

should arise which the funds and resources | 
of the Indian Government are insufficient | 
to meet he could rely upon receiving aid | 
from the Imperial Exchequer. Since | 


then no communication on the subject | St, 


has been received from him, and the | hi 
intimation was not of such a nature as to | 


require a reply. But the possibility of | 
such aid will not be lost sight of in con- | 
sidering the anticipated expenditure 
and the ways and means necessary to 


defray it. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY— 
GRANT-IN-AID. | 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer do 
Her Majesty’s Government take any steps | 
to ascertain whether the grant-in-aid of | 
£2,500 to the Incorporated Law Societv | 
is duly applied to its proper purposes ; | 
are they aware that allegations have been 
recently published against the society, | 
and that the chairman of the Discipline | 
Committee recently resigned his position; | 
and will they institute an inquiry into | 
the application of the £2,500 a year! 


| 


voted to the society eut of public funds. | 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX-| 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): Accounts are annually supplied by 
the Incorporated Law Society to the 
Treasury showing the expenditure under 
the several heads which make up the cost 
of discipline. These accounts are care- 
fully examined by the Treasury, and if 
any item appears to call for explanation 
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further particulars are asked for and fur- 
nished by the society. My attention 
was drawn some time back to certain 
allegations made in the press against the 
society ; and before consenting to pro- 
vision bring made in the Estimates for 
‘the current year for any grant to the 
| society I personally inquired into the 
| matters referred to and was satisfied with 
| the explanations given. I am not pre- 
pared to propose any further inquiry. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman says the accounts are 
examined by the Treasury. Would it 
not be more satisfactory to have them | 
examined by the Controller and Auditor- 

General ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is not 


usual in the case of grants-in-aid. 


Questions. 





| 








| 


|'HAMMERSMITH TOWING - PATH — 

POLICE CONSTABLE 

DEATH. 

Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, Kings- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
ate for the Home Department whether 
s attention has been called to the death 
by drowning of Police Constable Goulder, 
stationed at Barnes, whilst patrolling the 
towing-path near Hammersmith Bridge, 
on the morning of the Ist April, when 
the tide was high and the air misty ; 
whether he is aware that at the inquest 
it was stated by police officers that the 


GOULDER’S 


_towing-path, being entirely unprotected, 
| was a source of great danger not only to 


the police, whe were bound to patrol it, 
but to the public generally who have 
occasion to use it, owing to the tide over- 
flowing and there being nothing to indi- 
cate the edge of the embankment ; and 
whether, seeing that representations have 
been made by previous coroner’s juries 
respecting this danger, on account of 
deaths from drowning having occurred 
there, he proposes to take any steps to 
prevent the recurrence of such accidents. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The Secretary of State’s attention has 
been called to this unfortunate occurrence. 
The condition of the towing-path appears 
to be as described in the question, and 
the Commissioner of Police is in eommu- 
nication with the local authorities with a 
view to steps being taken to prevent the 
recurrence of such accidents. 


Q 
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CYCLING—PROPOSED REGISTRATION 
AND NUMBERING OF MACHINES. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that on Saturday last two cyclists 
were charged at Stratford, Essex, with 
riding at Buckhurst Hill at between six- 
teen and eighteen miles an hour and 
_fined 10s. and 10s. 6d. costs: each ; and, 
in view of the fact that the police con- 
stable in his efforts to stop the cyclists 
was shown to have committed a technical 
assault and fined 10s. and 12s. costs, will 
he consider the expediency of arranging 
for the compulsory registration and 
numbering of cycles, so that the number 
being conspicuous the necessity for the 
sudden stoppage of a cyclist may be 
obviated. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The expe- 
diency of registering and numbering 
cycles has frequently been considered, but 
there are great practical difficulties in the 
way, and it is very doubtful whether the 
. result contemplated by the hon. Member 
could be attained by such means. 


CYCLING FATALITY IN MIDLOTHIAN 
—LIGHTS ON VEHICLES. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the fatal 
cycling accident which occurred near 
Liberton, in the county of Midlothian, on 
Monday, 30th April, whereby a Volunteer 
cyclist, named Robert Gardiner, was 
killed by colliding with a vehicle which, 
it is alleged, was on the wrong side of the 
road and which was carrying no lights 
after dark ; and whether the Government 
will consider as to the necessity of intro- 
ducing legislatien to ensure that the 
County Council of Midlothian and other 
local authorities will be called upon to 
pass byelaws similar to those obtaining in 
twenty-nine counties in England and in 
various burghs in Scotland, compelling 
those in charge of vehicles to carry lights 
one hour after sunset. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. Gra- 
HAM Murray, Buteshire): An inquiry 
was held by the Procurator Fiscal in 
usual form on the accident referred to. 
The conclusion at which Crown Counsel 
arrived, in which conclusion I agree, was 
that no fault could be attributed to the 


{COMMONS} 





| versity) : 
|Grant is apparent only. 


Questions. 


412 


side of the road. It did not carry lights, 
The bye-law dealing with the carrying of 
lights in the county of Midlothian is 
ambiguously expressed, and in any case 
is, in my judgment, not adequate for so 
populous a district as Midlothian. But 
the matter is one in which the responsi- 
bility rests with the county council, and 
the Government is not prepared at 
orgy to relieve them of that responsi- 
ility. 





PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—THE 
GLADSTONE STATUE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether, as a site was given in 
the Central Hall for a statue to the late 
Mr. John Bright, and that the same site 
has also been given for a statue to the 
late Mr. Gladstone, he can say if this was 
done with the consent of the Committee 
for the erection of the Bright statue, and 
whether it is proposed to erect within 
the precincts of the House the statue to 
Mr. Bright. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovucG.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The statue of the late 
Mr. Bright was removed by the Com- 
mittee more than three years ago, and | 
have not received any notification of a 
‘desire to erect another in its place. I 
| have therefore acceded to the request 
| made to me that the statue ot Mr. Glad- 
| stone should be placed upon that site. If 
|any proposal should be made to me to 
‘allot a place within the precincts of the 
| House for a memorial to Mr. Bright, I 
| will make every endeavour to meet such 
an application. 











SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS. 
Sir WILLIAM WILLS (Bristol, E.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if he 





fae explain why the Annual Grants to 


Art in the Estimates, Class 4, Sub-head 


| E, are apparently £1,500 less than last 
_ year, while those to Science are increased 
| by £26,000. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
The diminution in the Art 
Last year an 


driver of the cart. The evidence goes to | extra three months attendance grant was 
show that the cart was not on the wrong | paid to bring the school year up to the 
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end of July instead of to the end 
of May. The Art Grant is really 
increased by about £1,500. The actual 
increase of the Science Grant is about 
£20,000. £6,000 is to make up for an 
under-estimate last year. 


SCHUOL TEACHERS AND 
VACCINATION —TOTTENHAM CASE. 


Mr. HOWARD (Middlesex, Totten- 
ham): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 


the Committee of Council on Education ! 


whether the attention of the Board of 
Education has been called to the case of 
Georgina Moore, of Tottenham, who, 
though she has fulfilled all the conditions 
necessary to become a pupil teacher, has 
not been allowed to be articled because 


she has not been vaccinated, and whether | 


an exception can be made in her case, 
there being evidence to show that vac- 
cination would be dangerous, and also 
having regard to the fact that since the 
form of medical certificate in these cases 
was adopted the law as to compulsory 
vaccination has been modified. 


Sir J. GORST : I have already statedt+ 
in reference to this very case that the 
Board of Education, in the interest of the 
children in the schools, consider it their 
duty to require teachers to be protected 
against smallpox. 


MERSEY FERRIES—BOOTLE AND 
NEW BRIGHTON. 

*Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the inhabitants 
of Bootle, in order to reach New Brighton, 
on the opposite side of the Mersey, and 
distant about one mile, haveto travelabout 
five miles by road to the Prince’s Landing 


Stage, and thence about two miles by | 


{17 May 1900} 


414 


is no direct ferry between Bootle and 
New Brighton. As far as I am aware, 
the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board do 
not work the ferries across the Mersey, 
and the matter appears to be one in the 
first instance for the Bootle or Wallasey 
local authorities. In any case the Board 
of Trade have no power to compel the 
| establishment of ferries in the Mersey. 


*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
| owners of the ferries are willing to send 
their boats to Bootle, but the Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board will not provide 
the necessary landing accommodation ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I shall be happy to 
receive any information the hon. Member 
may communicate to me, but I repeat 
that the Board of Trade have no power 
| to compel the establishment of ferries on 
| the Mersey. 
| POOR LAW BUILDINGS—LOANS. 


| Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
| I beg to ask the President of the Local 
| Government Board whether he is aware 
| that the Poor Law guardians throughout 
| England and Wales are hampered by the 
| term—namely, thirty years, which is the 
| maximum period for repayment of loans 
| for Poor Law buildings, and that these 
bodies want such term extended to sixty 
years; and whether, seeing that sixty 
' years are allowed for the repayment of 
| loans with the sanction of Her Majesty’s 
Treasury for industrial dwellings, and 
| fifty years for loans for schoo] buildings, 
|and with a view of giving relief to the 
| guardians of the country, he will consider 
the advisability of extending the term 
sought for by the board of guardians. 


Questions. 








THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, 





ferry boat to New Brighton ; and seeing | Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I am aware of 
that New Brighton is a popular seaside | the desire felt by boards of guardians on 
resort, and that the population of Bootle, | this subject, but I regret that, for the 
which is mainly composed of the indus-| reasons which on several occasions I have 
trial classes, is debarred from taking ad-/ stated to the House, I do not feel able to 
vantage of the health advantages of New | meet their wishes in the matter. 

Brighton for want of a direct ferry across 
the Mersey, whether he can do anything 
to induce or compel the Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board to provide the neces- 
sary ferry accommodation. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that, 
as stated by the hon. Member, there 


WALTHAMSTOW URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. 

Mr. WOODS: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, in 
view of the fact that the urban district 
council at Walthamstow have requested 
the Local Government Board to extend 
the powers of the Local Government Act, 
1894, Section 33, Sub-section 1, to that 


Q 2 





+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], VoL. 1xxxi., page 323. 
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urban district council, that this request 
has been unanimously supported by a 
public mecting of the ratepayers of Wal- 
thamstow, and that the overseers also 
made a unanimous application for the 
transfer of these powers to the council, 


Questions. 
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to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he will now 
consent to Richmond-Yorkshire, where the 
word Yorkshire is an essential part of the 
address, and other similar compound 
names, being treated as one telegraphic 


whether he will reconsider his decision | word. 


and confer the powers referred to in the * = : 
oveatihed iealies. os" . Peat ananeaii, Ae ee York- 
| shire, can scarcely ; as a com- 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I understand that | pound name. The one being the nameof 
the urban district council desire that the | the town and the other of the county, 
Local Government Board should transfer ‘they form two distinct words, and the 
to them all the powers and duties of | Postmaster General fears that they could 
overseers. The Board have transferred | not be treated and charged for as one 
tp the district council the power of | without creating anomalies which it is 
appointing Overseers and assistant Over-| desirable as far as possible to avoid. 
seers, but they are advised that their | 
powers would not enable them to make | 
the consequential provisions which would | oe , —EE 
be seam if “§ transfer was made to | PARK FOOTE pci ETC. 
the district council of all the powers of ! Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
overseers. ‘the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
‘following public remonstrance, the Irish 
COLONIAL POSTAGE—RESULTS OF | Board of Works, shortly after the arrival 
REDUCTION. ‘of Her Majesty in Dublin, consented to. 
Str BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor-| put some gravel on one of the footpaths 
folk, N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to | of the Phoenix Park; is there any rule 
the * a i as representing the Post-| which prevents a statement of the reasons. 
master General, whether he ean state the | for which an honour, such as that which the 
financial results of the reduction of the | Chairman of the Board of Works received 
rate of postage to and from certain | recently, is conferred ; and what is the 
colonies to one penny, and whether | average cost of upkeep per square yard of 
letters charged at that rate are carried | roadsand paths in royal parks in England 
at a loss. | and Ireland, and what have the trees and 
Mr. HANBURY : The estimate which | ™amental shrubs planted in London 
was made when the scheme was sanctioned | and Dublin Royal Parks for the last 
in 1898 related solely to the reduction of | twenty years respectively cost. 
receipts from the existing number of} pr. HANBURY: No such remon- 
letters posted, which was placed at | strance has been made. Only certain 
£108,000 a year. This calculation was | parts in the Viceregal demesne, which is 
based mainly on the Postal Union statis- ‘not open to the public, were gravelled. 
ties of 1896, and took no account of the | The question in paragraph two is not one 
anticipated growth in the number of | about which I have any knowledge. As: 
letters sent. No accurate statement: of |] informed the hon. Member on 2st 
the results up till now can be given with-| March 1899 the cost of upkeep per square 
out elaborate inquiry ; but the officers | yard of road is, in Dublin, 24d. per annum, 
despatching the bags are quite certain 


: and in London 103d., or if Greenwich, 
that the establishment of penny postage | Richmond, and Bushey Parks are included, 
to British possessions has not led to the ) 


: 54d. per annum. No figures are available 
increase of the correspondence by 150} as to the cost of paths or of trees and 


per cent.; and the growth which has | ornamental shrubs. 
taken place has led to increased expendi- 
ture for carriage and handling. Even 
the twopenny-halfpenny letter was carried 
at a loss. 








ROYAL VISIT TO DUBLIN—PHEENIX 


BRIGHTON TELEGRAPHISTS AND 
TELEPHONY—EFFICIENCY BARRIER. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
TELEGRAPHIC TARIFFS--COMPOUND | asktheSecretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
WORDS. | senting the Postmaster General, whether 

JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, | he is aware that a telegraphist at the 





Mr. 


Richmond) : I beg to ask the Secretary | Brighton Telegraph Office has been in- 
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formed that he cannot pass the efficiency ; £29,000. The Colonial Office and Admi 
barrier unless he acquires a knowledge of | ralty never pay anything direct to the 
telephony ; whether the Tweedmouth/ company. I have no figures available as 
Committee stated that telegraphists would | to direct payments from other Govern- 
be expected to perform this duty pre-| ment departments, but excepting the 
vious to passing the barrier ; and whether | Foreign Office, they are presumably of 
the Postmaster General will state if it is | relatively little importance. 

the intention of the Department to} 

demand this additional knowledge before | POSTMEN—TRAINING WITH VIEW TO 
atelegraphist can obtain more than 40s. | PROMOTION. 

per week. | Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 


Mr. HANBURY: In the case of the | #8 the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
officer referred to the Postmaster was | Tepresenting the Postmaster (General, 


unable to give the necessary certificate | what are the objections to postmen who 


. | Tre * | i oft; i. 
that he was able to perform the highest | desire promotion being afforded opportu 
nities of learning sorting and telegraphy 


duties of his class in an efficient manner. mapas . ‘ 
His inefficiency does not arise solely from | (ties in their own time. 
his inability to perform telephone duties.| pr. HANBURY: There is no objec- 
Telephone working was not mentioned in | tion to this course in any office where it 
the recommendation of the Tweedmouth | can be allowed without inconvenience to 
Committee nor was any other particular | the service. As a matter of fact, in Lon- 
duty specified. It is not the intention to | gon most postmen are trained in sorting, 
make any alteration in the conditions of | put none have applied to learn telegraphy, 
efficiency, which may vary in different | go far as can be ascertained. 
offices, but where telephone working is | 
required the ability to perform it must be| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is the 
included in the highest duties of the | right hon. Gentleman aware that these 
officer’s class. | facilities have been denied men in the 
| case of the Limerick office ? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir, I am not. 





COST OF GOVERNMENT CABLE | 
MESSAGES. | 
Stik EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe: I! 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury if, SUPREME COURT CLERKS—RETIRE- 
hewouldstate the total amount paid during | MENT RULES. 
1898-9 to the Eastern, Eastern Extension, | ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne): 
ny ss Z , ae . a pA vw 4 4h \ Ss ahs ae . 
a me — beeaser yn reese | I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
mera eaicggaates. “to — Sta | whether, in view of the answers given by 
Mites) Vedion Warr Plein a | him on 9th April, 1897, and on the 4th 
oth ie it offi Jas over "| August, 1899,* relative to the retirement 
” eens _ ' of clerks in the Probate and other law 
Mr. HANBURY: There is no official | offices, he can now state the nature of the 
knowledge, except in the case of the | regulations alluded to as then under con- 
India Office, of the amount of charges on | sideration dealing with the grievances in 
telegrams sent abroad over these lines to | question ; whether he is aware that there 
Government departments in this country are four clerks with over _twenty-one 
during 1898-9. The charges on telegrams | Year's service, and others with between 
handed by the Post Office to these com- | eleven and sixteen years service, who are 
panies amounted to £21,976. This|in the same class as when they entered 
includes charges which the companies | the office, and at their maximum salaries, 
would have to pay out to various adminis- | the average time in the third class being 
trations for terminal and transit charges, ; upwards of twenty years; whether clerks 
but it does not include telegrams handed | remain till they are over seventy years of 
in direct to the companies and not | age, and why the rules for their com- 
through the Post Office. The War Office | pulsory retirement at sixty-five, recom- 
paid £3,016 19s. ld. direct to the com-| mended by the Ridley Commission, are 
panies in 1898-9 and the India Office | not carried out ; and whether the Presi- 
et ley. eee pnw rogget ~* Refer to The Parliamentary Debates 


. ; : ; [Fourth Series], Vol. xlviii., page 862; and Vol, 
{including transit) are estimated at about | ixxv., page 1483. 
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dent of the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Court has brought this subject 
under the notice of the Treasury re- 
peatedly, but without effect ; whether he 
is aware that clerks of over twenty years 
service are still serving on the salary of 
£200 per annum owing to the non- 
retirement of old men; whether he can 
state how many clerks have attained 
sixty-five years at the present time ; and 
whether the attention of the Lord 
Chancellor has been called to the present 
deadlock in the way of promotion of this 
class of public servants. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Order in 
Council of 15th August, 1890, does not 
apply to the clerks of the Supreme Court, 
and the Treasury is therefore powerless 


Questions. 


to enforce retirement under the condi- | 


tions which universally apply to the whole 
of the Civil Service. 
could only be enforced by an Order made 
by the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice, and the Master of the Rolls, and 
hitherto these Judges have not, I under- 
stand, felt the necessity of making such 
an Order. I have not been able to get 
precise information from the proper 
authorities as to paragraph 2, but I under- 
stand that the facts are nearly as stated. 
Some clerks do remain until over seventy 
years of age. In his own Department, Sir 
F. Jeune is, I understand, making a rule 
preventing this ; but, of course, neither he 
nor the Treasury can enforce any rule 
affecting all the legal Departments. The 
answer to paragraph 4 is in the affirma- 
tive. Clerks of over seventy years 
service are still serving on the lower 
salary. I have not yet received a reply 
to paragraph 5, but a Return shall be 
obtained. The Lord Chancellor is, I am 
informed, fully aware of all the facts of 
the case. 


SCOTTISH LAW OFFICERS’ FEES AND 
SALARIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 

tery to the Treasury, having regard to 

the fact that the amount received by the 
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Scotland receive salaries of £5,000 and 
£2,000 a year respectively. Those 
salaries are inclusive, and cover conten- 
tious as well as uncontentious business. 
The Scotch law officers receive no fees, 


Mr. WEIR: But do not the Civil 
Service Estimates show that fees were 
paid as well as salary ? 


Mr. HANBURY: 
| fees were paid. 


| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does that 
;Mmake it necessary for these hon. and 
| learned Gentleman to supplement. their 
| incomes by directorships ? 


I understand no 





| [No answer was given. ] 


BUNCRANA POSTAL ARRANGE. 
MENTS. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN: (Donegal, N.): 
| I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
'sury, as representing the Postmaster 
‘General, whether the attention of the 
| Department has been called to the postal 
| arrangements at Buncrana, county Done- 
| gal, and to the fact that letters and news- 
| papers arriving from England and Dublin 

by the morning mail are not delivered 
till the following day ; and whether, in 
, view of the growing importance of Bun- 
erana as a watering place, and the fact 
‘that it will be a military station in a few 
/months time, the Department will con- 
| sider the advisability of granting a second 
‘ postal delivery. 


Mr. HANBURY : The facts are: not as 
| stated by the hon. Member. The English 
_and Dublin letters referred to are included 
|ina delivery beginning at 5.30 p.m. on 
| the day of their arrival, and what is de- 
| sired is that they should be- delivered 
earlier. It is found that the circum- 
stances will admit of this request being 
/complied with during the season—i.,, 
from the lst June to the 30th September 
/—and the Postmaster General has had 
pleasure in sanctioning for that period an 
‘additional delivery which will be inter- 


| mediate between the present morning and 


Attorney General last year for salary and | evening deliveries. 


fees was £17,264, will he state the, 
amount received in salary and fees last | 
year by the Lord Advocate and Solicitor | 
General for Scotland respectively. | 


Mr. HANBURY : Under Treasury | 
Minute of 22nd August, 1894, the Lord | 
Advocate and the Solicitor General for | 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
UNIFORMS. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he proposes 
this year to supply suitable summer unl- 
forms to the Royal Irish Constabulary. 
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Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| Mr. T. M. HEALY: I shall call atten- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, | tion to this matter on the Estimates. 
Central): The question of providing | 
summer clothing for the Royal Irish Con- | 
stabulary has already engaged attention, | EXAMINATIONS. 
but no change can be carried out this) Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
year. It is intended, however, to supply | S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
next year, if possible, a summer frock | the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland why the 
made from cloth which will be more! programme and rules for the intermediate 
suited to the requirements of the service. examinations of 1901, due about Ist 


Questions. 


IRISH TEACHERS INTERMEDIATE 








SOUTH ANTRIM SUB-COMMISSION— 
MR. THOMAS DAVIDSON. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland on whose representations was 
Mr. Thomas Davidson, Sub-Commissioner, 
who was an official with a complete know- 
ledge of the Ulster custom, removed from 


South Antrim, and replaced by persons | 


with no such knowledge, and whose 
agrarian experience has been chiefly 


gained in the offices of land agents and | 


landlords ; is the Government aware that 
the Presbyterian and Protestant litigants 
strongly resent the removal of Sub-Com- 


missioner Davidson at a time when he | 
had given his decisions on a number of | 


holdings which might be supposed to re- 


present his views of present values; do | 


the Land Commission preserve the letters 
sent to them (either individually or collec- 
tively) regarding appointments or re- 
movals ; are these public documents ; and 
do they minute conversations held with 
them affecting Sub-Commissioners ; would 
the Government be prepared to give Sub- 


| April, are not published yet, inconvenience 

having been occasioned last year by a simi- 
‘lar delay; whether these rules can be 
effected by the Bill recently introduced ; 
| and whether, as these rules will prescribe 
| books of which editions have yet to be 
| prepared, he will press on the Commis- 
_sioners the early publication of the pro- 
gramme and rules, that such editions may 
be considered by teachers before they dis- 
perse for vacation in June. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have been 
in communication with the Assistant 
| Commissioners of Intermediate Education 
and am informed by them that when the 
draft rules and programme for 1901 were 
under consideration in December last the 
Board determined to defer their final 
settlement until Parliament had con- 
sidered the Bill which it was expected 
‘would be introduced. The Committee 
| are not in a position at present to give a 
| reply to the second paragraph, as the Bill 
‘has only just been issued, but I am in- 

formed that it is not likely that the diffi- 
culty suggested in the last paragraph of 
the question will arise. 


Commissioners an assurance that they | 


will not, without a public investigation, 
remove them from their districts unless 


on consent ; and what explanation was | 


afforded Mr. Davidson as to the cause of 
his transfer. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the first paragraph, I would refer to my 
reply on Tuesday last to the question of 
the hon. Member for South Down.* I have 
no information as to the second and third 
paragraphs. With regard to the fourth 
paragraph, the transfer of Assistant Com- 
missioners is at the absolute discretion of 


the Land Commission, and the Govern-| 
ment have no voice whatever in the | 


It would have been quite un-| ve 
4 | Government Board exercise no jurisdic- 


matter. 
usual to afford to Mr. Davidson any 
explanation such as suggested in the last 
paragraph, and none was given. 





* See page 245 of this volume. 


BELFAST HARBOUR AND WATER 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Local Government Board exercise 
any supervision, and, if so, to what 
extent, over the administration of 
the respective trusts of the Belfast 
Harbour Commissioners and Belfast 
Water Commissioners, the first of which 
is an important toll levying body, and 
the second is empowered to levy a large 
sum annually by way of water rates. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Local 


tion over the financial business of the 
Belfast Harbour Commissioners, their 
|accounts being audited by a firm of 
| accountants. Under the Belfast Water 
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Act, 1897, the accounts of the Belfast 
City and District Water Commissioners 
are subject to audit by the Local Govern- 
ment Board since the lst November, 
1897, and an annual return is required 
to be made to the Board in relation to 
the sinking fund which the Commis- 
sioners are obliged to maintain for the 
discharge of their debts. 


DERRY WORKHOUSE—PAUPERS’ 
RELIGION. 


Mr. MCARTAN (Down, S.): I) 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his | 
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of 1897. When this has been done, the 
Return will be granted. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I will alter 
it and move it to-morrow. Will the right 
hon. Gentleman expedite the issue of the 


| Return, so that it may be in the hands of 


the Irish Members before the Estimates 
are taken ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot pledge myself to that. 


CONSTABULARY FORCE IN GALWAY. 
—FREE FORCE ALLOCATION. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): I 


attention has been called to the complaint | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
made by the Rev. Charles M‘Faul, P.P., | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
Chaplain to the Derry Workhouse, at the | car state the entire number of the mem- 
weekly meeting of the Poor Law bers of the Royal Irish Constabulary at 
Guardians at Derry on Saturday last, to | present stationed in the county of Gal- 
the effect that a Roman Catholic pauper, | way, what number of these are stationed 
named Martha Bradley, had been regis- | in the East Riding, and what is the number 
tered as a Roman Catholic, and the letters | of the free force for the county, giving 
R. C. after her name on the bed card | the number for each riding. 

over her bed had been changed to I. C. | vi . 

within the few days sewvietily whether | Mr. G.W. BALFOUR: The number 
the attention of the master of the work-| Of Officers and men of the constabulary 


a | 2 ° . 
house and the nurses had been directed | Stationed in the county of Galway is 669, 
of whom 318 are stationed in the East 


to th thorised ch ; and wheth had 
Sigs goes rege ca 08 Eoage ecseg Riding of the county. The free quota of 


he will state by whom this change of re ee a ae ; 
description of a pauper’s religion was | C°MStabulary assigned to the county 
P pep i, numbers 677, of whom 323 are in the 


made, whether it has met with the appro- | ™ 4 ; . cal 
val or censure of the Irish Local Govern- | East Riding and 354 in the West Riding. 


ment Board, and what steps the Local 
Government Board propose to take in this | NEWBRIDGE PROCLAIMED MEETING. 
ar ise Mr. KILBRIDE: I beg to ask the 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The minutes | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of the proceedings of the guardians at | Of Ireland whether he can state the 
their meeting held on Saturday last in | number of police drafted into Newbridge, 
reference to this matter were only | County Galway, and neighbourhood on 
received by the Local Government Board | the occasion of the recently proclaimed 
on Tuesday. The board have instructed | meeting, from what stations were the 
their inspector to make full inquiry into | men taken, what was the cost, and from 
the matter, and to report to them the | what source will it be met. 


result of his investigation. Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The police force 

assembled at Newbridge on the occasion 

IRISH LAND SUB-COMMISSIONERS | of the recently proclaimed meeting con- 

AND VALUERS. | sisted of two officers and sixty-five men. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to| The men were drawn from various 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | stations in the East Riding of Galway. 

tenant of Ireland whether he has any | The expense entailed by their employ- 

objection to grant the Return of Land | ment on this duty amounted to about £25, 

Sub-Commissioners and Valuers which | which will be defrayed from the Con- 
stands on the Paper. stabulary Vote. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have| 
written to the hon. Member, asking him | 
to amend the form of Return so as to! 





KINSALE HARBOUR CHARGES. 
Dr. COMMINS (Cork County, 8.E.): 


bring it into conformity with the Return | I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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495 Questions. 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 


attention has been called to the refusal of 
the Valuation Commissioner to grant his 
certificate, under the Local Government 


(Ireland) Act, Section 58, Sub-section 4, to 


arban councils, such as Kinsale, entitling 
them to relief of half the surplus over 
6d. in the £, to be paid by them ona 
harbour charge guaranteed by them 
before the passing of that Act; whether 
he is aware that such refusal is based on 
the technical point that the authority by 
which such rate has to be raised is the 
urban district, and not the general county 
council; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of taking the necessary 
steps to secure that an area under an 
urban authority shall have the same relief 
in such case as an area under a county 
council. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Section 58, 
Sub-section 4, was deliberately confined to 
charges created by the grand juries. 


Charges created by urban authorities | 
where they exist are generally of a repro- | 


ductive nature, the small area being 
recouped for the outlay by the immediate 
benefits. 


ARDMORE FISHERIES. 
Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg to 


ask the Vice-President of the Department | 


of Agriculture for Ireland whether his De- 
partment has recently received a memorial 
from the important fishing village of 
Ardmore, county of Waterford, on the 
subject of the provision of a fishery pier 
there ; if so, whether the Department has 
yet considered the memorial; and is he 
aware that the fishermen of Ardmore are 
without any shelter for their boats other 
than a small creek, unprotected by a 
breakwater. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 


{17 May 1900} 
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Mr. PLUNKETT: Yes, I believe so. 


Questions. 


! WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
PROPOSED EXTENSION TO AGRI- 
CULTURAL LABOURERS. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to his reply to a question 
by the hon. Member for Lincoln, on the 

3rd July last year,* he can undertake that 

the provisions of the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act will be extended to agricultural 
labourers this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be 
within the recollection of my hon. friend 
that on 22nd March last a Bill for the 
purpose of extending the provisions of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act to 
agricultural labourers was read a second 
| time, and that in the course of the debate 
my right hon. friend the Home Secretary, 
speaking on behalf of the Government, 
said they would support the Bill.t The 
Standing Committee have now reported 
the Bill, and I certainly hope the remain- 
| ing stages of the measure may be rapidly 
completed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have to put the usual question as to the 
business for next week. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To-morrow, as 
, the House is aware, the Scotch Estimates 
| will be taken. On Monday I hope to take 
the Second Reading of the Commonwealth 
Bill. As to Tuesday, the prospects are 
| necessarily uncertain, but I hope we shall be 
| able to finish the Second Reading stage of 
the Commonwealth Bill in the course of a 
night’s discussion, and in that case I 
shall take first on Tuesday the Charitable 
Loans Bill; but I will not interfere 
‘further with private Members’ rights 
than to take that Bill. On Thursday and 
Friday I propose to take Irish Supply. 


ror IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin | 


€o., S.): The memorial to which the hon. | 


Member refers was received by the De- 


partment on May 10th and was duly , 


acknowledged. The Department is care- 
fully considering the subject, and has 
instructed an inspector to visit Ardmore 


and report on the conditions to which the | 


memorial calls attention. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Does 
the Department possess power to provide 
fishery piers such as are mentioned in 
the question ? 





Mr. JOHN ELLIS: When will the 
| Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill 
be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope before 
| the holidays. 


, . Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
| field): And the Second Reading of the 
| Companies Bill ? 





| * See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
! Series], Vol. Ixxiii., page 1287. 
+ See Vol. Ixxx., page 1414. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say. | bodies representing working men, in 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will only 
Scotch Estimates be taken to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it im- | 


probable that we shall get beyond this. 





HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
([SEcoND READING.] 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed to Ques- 
tion [10th May], “That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order toadd the words 
‘no Bill dealing with the Housing of the 
Working Classes can be regarded as adequate 
which provides for the amendment of one part 
only ot the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890; which omits to amend the law 
relating to the assessment of compensation for 
unhealthy dwelling houses ; and which makes 
no provision whereby the councils establishing 
dwelling heuses outside their districts may, 
where necessary, be enabled to obtain adequate 
railway or other communication between their 
districts and such dwelling houses,’ instead 
thereof.”—(Mr. Robson.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the question.” 


Debate resumed. 


*Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 
When the debate was adjourned on 
Thursday last [ was questioning the tact 
of the London County Council owing to 
an interruption by the hon. Member for 
Stepney. Whilst I in no way withdraw 
what I then stated as to the want of busi- 
ness tact on the part of that body, I am 
prepared to give it credit for honestly 
endeavouring to carry out the wishes of 
the Legislature. Now, I want to appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board to in- 
corporate in this measure a proviso that, 
in future, before there is any destruction 
of property, either by the London County 
Council or by any of the new municipal 
authorities for any public purpose, tem- 
porary accommodation should at least be 
provided for those about to be displaced. 
Since Thursday last I have received a 
large amount of correspondence from 
different parts of the metropolis and from 





|which, while some objection is taken to 
| the position I hold, there is a genera} 
agreement that in the interests of all 
classes, some proviso of the kind should be 
inserted so as to secure, when an insani- 
| tary area is being got rid of, that either 
temporary or permanent accommodation 
shall be ready for those who are un- 
housed. I urge this with some amount 
of vehemency, if I may use the expres- 
sion, because within the last few months 
I have witnessed the sufferings of those 
who, in a contiguous district of the City 
of London, have been turned out of their 
homes in order that these public improve- 
ments may be effected. Their houses 
have been taken in considerable numbers 
for the purpose of building factories and 
other large establishments. The hon. 
Member for Hoxton has complained of 
the cost to which the County Council are 
put in clearing insanitary areas, and I 
think there is some basis for his com- 
plaint. The County Council have un- 
doubtedly been hardly hit by the verdicts 
, of juries. To a great extent that is their 
own fault, for they have not acted as 
businesslike men in dealing with these 
matters. Take, for instance, the Boundary 
Street scheme. We have been told that 
there has been a loss of £200,000 upon 
this clearing. I say that a large portion 
of that loss is due to the lack of business- 
| like treatment which ordinary men deal- 
ing with their own property would have 
applied to it. The hon. Member for Hoxton 
said it was impossible for the County 
Council to provide three rooms at less than 
9s. per week. I only know that by the 
Guinness Trust a single room is provided 
for 2s. 9d., double rooms for 5s. 6d., and 
‘three or four rooms for 7s. 6d. per week. 
Why is it that Lord Iveagh and those 
who administer his beneficent trust can 
do so much better than the London 
County Council? It is simply because 
they deal with the matter as businesslike 
men. Look at the Boundary Street site. 
I would Jike hon. Members to go down 
and see the place for themselves. I ven- 
ture to suggest that the County Council 
ought to have utilised the ground floor 
for shops. Here you have a large popu- 
lation being brought together in the 
upper portion of these buildings, and 
surely if the ground floor were reserved 
for shops it would fetch very high prices, 
and the London County Council would 
thus be enabled to recoup itself some 
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rtion of the money which it has expen- 
ded and which otherwise will be thrown 
away. I think we are justified in attack- 
ing the method in which these things are 
carried out by the London County Council, 
and as another instance of their lack of 
business qualification I would point to 
their recent action in connection with the 
tramears which they have acquired 
their action, I mean, in throwing away, 
at the expense of the rate-payers the large 
income to be derived from advertisements. 
I appeal to any hon. Member who does 
not think it beneath his dignity to travel 
by a tramway car, and has seen these 
advertisements to say whether there was 
any reason why the London County 
Council should have sacrificed some thou- 
sands of pounds a year simply by clearing 
out these advertisements. The London 
and General Omnibus Company secures 
£7,000 or £8,000—I am not sure whether 
itis not £9,000 a year—for the adver- 
tisements in their omnibuses. That 
shows at once how foolish the London 
County Council are in giving up, for no 
other reason than that of a fad, this way 
of meeting some of their expenditure. It 
is said that they have done so from 
esthetic considerations, but why should 
esthetic considerations prevail as against 
the benefit of the ratepayers? There is 
one portion of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech which I hope we shall not lose 
sight of. The President of the Local 
Government Board gave to the House a 
list of a large number of statutes which 
confer powers on the local and municipal 
authorities to deal with this question of 
overcrowding. Iam very sorry to say that 
they do not act up to these powers. I 
am most anxious that the London County 
Council, who certainly are not afraid of 
public opinion, should have the power of 
looking after this question for themselves 
where the local authorities fail. I am 
most anxious that they should come on 
the scene and see that these Acts 
are carried out. If that were done, 
although cases of individual hardship 
might arise, yet the gradual accumulation 
of persons on an insanitary area would 
be prevented. I am sure we all miss from 
this debate one who from personal obser- 
vation and devotion to the interests of the 
working classes could have given us great 
assistance in these discussions. I mean 
my hon. and gallant friend, now serving 
in South Africa, the Member for the 
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i deal with. 


Chippenham Division of Wilts, and who 
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was chairman of the Committee of the 
London County Council on the housing of 
the working classes. My hon. and 
gallant friend gave me a great deal of his 
experience in regard to four areas which 
the London County Council proposed to: 
It was only an illustration of: 
how, little by little, and step by step, this: 
overcrowding had taken place, really 
behind the knowledge of the local authori- 
ties, and it justifies some departmental 
or other review of these local authori-- 
ties. I should like to allude to a state- 
ment made by a Metropolitan Member, 
who is not here to-day, in regard to the: 
different procedure under the Smoke: 
Nuisances Act since the administration of. 
the Act came into the hands of the local 
authorities. It used to be in the hands: 
of the Home Office, and then the vigilance: 
was much more steady and regular ; but 
a metropolitan magistrate told me that 
under the local authorities from one year to- 
another there was not a single summons 
taken out. I am confident that we ought 
to have somebody behind the local 
authority, such as the Local Government 
Board or the London County Council, 
with separate inspectors, to prevent what 
is going on all round the metropolis. 
When last discussing this question, an 
hon. Member alluded to the over-crowd-. 
ing that was going on in the West End 
of London. And I think the hon. Mem- 
ber for Stepney said that Whitechapel 
was the very centre of this evil, and that 
the rents of small houses there had gone 
up to 13s, and 14s. a week. That is. 
absolutely true; and the cause of it is 
the influx of the foreign immigrant.. 
Now, when we attempt to deal with 
foreign immigration we are laughed at on 
the other side of the House, but I hope- 
when they hear from an hon. Member on 
their own side of the House that this. 
evil is growing in the East End, instead 
of talking of rent courts they will deal 
with the real root of the matter. I am 
not dependent on the Rev. Hugh Price 
Hughes for my facts, nor do I rely on 
sensational statements or pleas for funds 
in the religious newspapers. I have 
gone into these houses im my own con- 
stituency and other parts of the 
East End and made investigation 
for myself. It is absolutely true that 
in Whitechapel and Spitalfields when a 
house is coming into the ‘market the 
agent is pursued for what is called the 
“key,” and offers of as much as £5 are. 
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made for it. In this way whole streets 
have been cleared out of Englishmen, 
Scotchman, and Irishmen, and the whole 
place given into the hands of these 


foreign—I will not say paupers, for they | 


work for some kind of wage—but foreign 
sweaters. The most filthy conditions 
prevail in these districts, from the lack of a 
knowledge of the laws of sanitation 
amongst the people. I am sure that every 
Member who represents an East End con- 
stituency knows that this is one of the 
chief causes of the high rents which pre- 
vail, and of the filthy condition of the 
dwellings. The immigration is _princi- 
pally from Russia and Poland, and unless 
the London County Council or the Home 
Office undertakes a thorough inspection 
of these premises, which are used during 
the day as manufactories and during the 
night for—I won't say rest, but of 
“dossing,” for that is the only word that 
fits the case—-we are breeding for our- 
selves a pest-house and a perfect centre 
for cholera infection if it were brought 
from any other part of Europe. I say un- 
hesitatingly that this is a question which 
we London Members knowis all-important. 
There are two questions which interest 
the public at the present moment. I do 
not say that people are not interested in 
the war, for we can get always large 
meetings to hear lectures or addresses on 
the war. But when we go into the homes 
of the people and speak with them across 
the table, and not from the platform, we 
learn that there are two questions which 
profoundly interest them. They ask, 
“Can nothing be done to improve 
the housing of the working classes ?” 
and “When are the old age pensions 
coming into operation?” These ques- 
tions are much more _ interesting to 
them than the abolition of the House of 
Lords. The social policy is what claims 
their attention. Now, I appeal to the 
President of the Local Government Board 
to help us in this matter and see whether 
the local authorities cannot be urged to 
take the steps which they have it in their 
power to do to remedy some of the 
defects in the sanitary condition of the 
houses and to give to these local authori- 
ties that encouragement in dealing with 
the matter which I am sure the Depart- 
ment would like to do. I cannot think 
of voting for the Amendment of my hon. 
and learned friend the Member for South 
Shields, because it practically blocks this 


measure of my right hon. friend, and | 


Mr. H. C. Richards. 


{COMMONS} 


‘round them. 
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because I know the dire necessity that 
exists for carrying this portion of the 
reform through. I think the learned 
Member for Hoxton was justified jn 
calling attention to the enormous 
cost of the present mode of assessing 
compensation under the Act. I think the 
London County Council have been very 
unjustly dealt with by juries ; but there is 
a very easy way out of the difficulty, and 
yet one which would in no way do injus- 
tice to owners of property. All questions 
of compensation for property taken over 
in insanitary areas should go before arbj- 
trators. <A list of these arbitrators should 
be prepared by the Surveyors’ Institute 
and approved of by the Local Govern- 


‘ment Board, and in that way we should 


do away with such preposterous verdicts 
as was recently given in the case of the 
Holywell Street premises. There was 
one the other day where the London 
County Council were acting most honour- 
ably towards the property owner, but 
where the jury were most unjust to them 
in assessing damages. The speech of the 
hon. and learned Member for South 
Shields reminded me of what Lord Salis- 
bury had said in addressing a great public 
meeting at Newcastle— 

“Our friends,” said the Prime Minister, 
“are anxious to magnify the defects of our 
institutions in order to destroy them ; we ale 
anxious to remedy the defects of our institu- 
tions in order to preserve them.” 


The practical suggestion which I would 
make to the President of the Local 
Government Board is that he should deal 


with the local authorities and establish a’ 


new method of obtaining the awards for 
compensation, and secure that these local 
authorities should be animated not only 
by aspirations for better sanitation but 
by a little more businesslike spirit in 
dealing with the acquisition of sites 
and the erection of new buildings. 
One of the _ societies who have 
addressed me on the subject complained 
that I approved of the block dwellings. 
Now, I think these are absolutely neces- 
sary. I go further, and say that they are 
much better managed, more comfortable 


for the working men, and better kept up 


than five or six roomed houses, which 
soon degenerate by being farmed out. It 
is all very well to hear of what has been 
done in Nottingham and Norwich and 
Sheffield, which have the country all 
When we speak of the 
outskirts of London we have to go ten or 
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twelve miles in order to build decent | 


houses of a small character. The greatest 
amount of overcrowding in London takes 
place in the districts five miles or so from 
the City. There you have houses of five, 
six, seven, or eight rooms, and I had one 
instance given me of a house seven miles 
from town where the back kitchen was 
let to one family and the front kitchen to 
another, where the ground floor was let to 
two families, and the first floor to another 
two families, and the second floor to one 
family. These are houses rented at from 
£45 to £48, and they look outwardly 
like respectable middle-class dwellings. 
Directly you get away from the leading 


thoroughfare and into the cross or) 


back streets the houses are farmed 
out, and the unfortunate tenants are 
in a much worse position than those living 
in two or three-roomed houses in the 
Peabody Buildings. Something was said 


about the increase. of the rents of these , 
‘this matter is to be dealt with, it must 


houses. I am not going to encourage 
landlords of slum properties to put up 
rents, but the Peabody trustees were 
bound to raise their rents slightly a few 
weeks ago to meet the increase in 
the rates, and they put up their rents 
Gd. a week in order to recoup them- 
selyes, and 550 tenants of one block 
of model dwellings paid the increased 


| session, 


rent without complaint because they knew | 


that the expense had been ferced on the 
Peabody trustees by the County Council. 
Mr. Torrens, who was my predecessor in 
this House as Member for Kast Finsbury, 
was the pioneer in this House of this 
question ; and what does he say? Who 
was the one man who supported it? He 
tried Lord Granville and could get 
nothing from him buat sympathy with 


regard to it, and then he went to Mr. | 


Benjamin Disraeli, and he tells us that | 


Disraeli, after he had put before him the 
growing evil which he had discovered in 
the constituency he represented, spent 
the greater portion of September driving 
about London and seeing for himself the 
condition of things which Mr. Torrens 


had described, and not only gave 
him sympathy, but something far 
better. Mr. Disraeli asked him how 


much he required, and Mr. Torrens said 
£100,000. Mr. Disraeli then said, 
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Torrens, after sitting for Finsbury for 
some years, tells us he was driven out of 
the House by the action of his own party 
Whips, who told him he was not sufficiently 
advanced, and his comment upon that is 
that after the redistribution of seats 
Finsbury sent five Conservatives out of 
seven constituencies to this House. | 
hope no part of the Bill will be modified 
or damped in any way. It is a question 
which touches the comfort of the poor, 
and is not of less importance than 
temperance reform. The first thing is to 
insure that the working man shall have a 
healthy home. We must deal with Lon- 
don as we find it, and the working man 
asks that he shall be allowed to live near: 
the work in which he is engaged ; and to 
drive him ten or twelve miles out of 
London means, as the right hon. Gentle 

man knows perfectly well, that the 
working man will lose two hours a day in 
travelling, or more. Therefore I say if 
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be dealt with in a businesslike way, 
and not in a_ spirit of political 
partisanship. I hope a Second Reading 
will be given to this Bill, and then, when 
the County Council has been able to cover 
the land which has been offered to it, next 
when we have more time and 
energy to devote to it, I hope some real 
attempt will be made to grapple with 
this important question of the housing of 
the people. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) : 
I hope I may be excused for offering a 
few remarks upon this Bill, although | 
am not a London Member, because the 
question is one which affects the whole of 
the country. I am not going to follow 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down in any of his references in this. 
debate, but I am_ surprised that 
anyone who knows any of Lord 


| Beaconsfield’s works, “Coningsby” or 


“You can have £200,000 if you want it.” | 


And it is rather extraordinary, after the 
attitude of the then Prime Minister, that 
nothing further was done. There is only 
one more point to add, and that is, Mr. 


‘The hon. 


j 
| 


| 


“Sybil,” could doubt that he had sym- 


pathy with questions of this kind. Now, 
{ am not going to oppose this Bill. My 


only regret is that it does not go further, 
and therefore I propose to offer one or 
two suggestions, which I think are not 
unreasonable, with the hope that the 
Government may be prepared to listen to 
them. It is wmecessary to describe the 
evil which this Bill proposes to remedy. 
Member for South Shields 
found it was quite indescribable. It is 
one of the worst evils; it leads to 


. 
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‘drunkenness and every social evil which 
exists. But this evil has this peculiarity | 
—that it is.an evil which is preventible 
by legislation. That you cannot make 


{COM 


people either moral or sober by 
Act of Parliament I quite agree, | 
but the social habits of the people 


can be improved if you improve their sur- 
roundings. This is a question of supply 
-and demand. As my hon. friend said, 
you have not to fight against human 
nature; all you have to do is to take 
trouble, spend money, and deal boldly 
but, at the same time, generously with 
wested interests. I recollect perfectly 
ithe immense interest taken in the Royal 
Commission in 1884, which inquired into 
‘this great subject, and reported and, I 
‘think, laid bare the evil which existed 
in the worst form possible. The recog- 
nition of the evil was very complete, but 
the recommendations for its prevention 
were very few. This evil is very much 
worse now than it was then, so far as 
London is concerned. Although Acts of 
Parliament have been passed and a real 
.effort has been made, I believe, by many 
people to probe this subject, and although 
the London County Council has certainly 
done its best by spending money and 
being enthusiastic in the attempt to 
supply better houses, things are worse 
-now than they were in 1884. The popu- 
lation of London is about four and a half 
millions, of whom 850,000 live in over- 
‘crowded districts. I know that the 
figure includes those who live two in one 
room, and some deduction, no doubt, must 
be made for those, but nothing in com- 
parison with the enormous total, which 
-amounts to something like one-fifth of the 
population. One-fifth of the population 
of London live under conditions which 
are most dreadful, and which produce evils 
it is impossible to imagine—drunkenness 
and disease, and other evils which | 
impair both the physical and moral fibre 
of the people. There are some parts of 
London so overcrowded that if all London 
‘were to live under similar conditions the 
present area of London would contain 
29,000,000 of people. Whatis the result 
of the progress we are making at the 
present time? We have got the County 
vouncil, energetic and desirous of doing 
its duty, which during the last nine years, 
according to the evidence of its late chair- 
man, has provided for 37,000 people not 
new but improved accommodation, which | 
means improved accommodation for 


Sir Robert Reid, 


about 4,000 persons every year. 


MONS} 
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Yr 


i do 
not know how many persons have been 
displaced in the course of these improve- 
ments, but I believe none, so that im- 
proved accommodation has only been 
supplied for about } per cent. of the 
population in the course of each year, [i 
is, therefore, clear that something dif. 
ferent must be attempted to remedy the 
evil. I look upon this as almost, if not 
altogether, the first public question of the 
day. Ido not think anyone desires to 
make party capital out of the miseries of 
the people ; and if the present Govern- 
ment endeavour to improve the state of 
things I for one will give them the 
heartiest support. What is the remedy ? 
There are some which have no measure 
of justice at all, and could not be tried by 
the State, and never ought to be tried. 
One is the remedy suggested by Mr. 
George, which amounts to the confisea- 
tion of the annual value of the property, 
which would be a great wrong, and Par- 
liament would never be ‘troubled with 
such a proposal unless the evil reached 
such a stage that the people became 
desperate and lost their sense of justice. 
I hope there will be a general raising of 
the condition of the people. Their present 
condition is not associated with any delay 
or hesitation of the House to provide for 
the social elevation of the people. It is 
no use looking, in my humble opinion, to 
the extension on any great scale of the 
work which was done by Miss Octavia 
Hill, a lady whose name, in connec- 
tion with this question, can never be 
mentioned without reverence, and who 
has indeed been a pioneer in the noble 
work. So far as that lady and others 
who have gone on the same lines are con- 
cerned, it is impossible to overestimate 
their work. So far as they take an in- 
terest in the work, and accompany it with 
supervision and friendship towards the 
people whom they come across, it reminds 
one of the best relations between rich and 
poor in some of the happier parts of the 
country districts. Miss Hill and _ the 
other benefactors of society cannot face 
this evil, as I have endeavoured to point 
out, and as abler and better informed 
men than my myself have pointed out 
over and over again. What are the causes 
of the evils as they affect honest and 
industrious persons? There are certain 
persons one knows for whom good hous- 
ing is as important as for others, but who 
contribute by their disorderly habits to 
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the very evil we are dealing with now. 
But these are not the chief persons, and 


not the most numerous by any means. | 


They are a comparatively small portion 
of those who suffer by overcrowding in 
London. What, then, are the causes as they 
affect the honest and industrious? They 
arise, I think, from the fact that a great 


number of people must live near their 


work. These are estimated to number a 


quarter of the people who live under over- | 


crowded conditions. Estimates of that 
sort must be approximate and somewhat 
inaccurate, but it is not very far from 
that. The remainder, one would say, 
should live within a half or three-quarters 
of an hour of their work. Some might 
live further off. The only remedy, in 
my opinion, is in the direction of this Bill. 
The remedy is to tempt these people out 
by offering cheaper dwellings or better 
dwellings for the same money accom- 
panied by cheap transit. It is neces- 
sary that they should have the means of 
going to and from their work with pro- 
tection from the weather, and in order that 
they may not lose a day’s wages by 
not coming in time. The point is this: 
these facilities do not exist in London at 
the present time to the extent to which 
they ought to exist. I do not, of course, 
mean that no cheap trains are run, and I 
do not mean that no buildings have been 
erected for the benefit of the poorer 
classes outside London, but I mean that 
they are inadequate. I think the Govern- 
ment will not say that they are otherwise 
than inadequate. The object of the Bill 
is to provide more of them. It is quite 
right to go in that direction. The conse- 
quence of the absence of proper facilities 


for dwellings and also for transit is that 


people huddle together in crowded 
areas. The dwellings in those areas are 
gradually being diminished, at exactly 
the same time that the population is being 
increased partly by railways and partly 
by the change of dwellings into work- 
shops. There are few people who have 
not come across experiences of that kind. 
What is the consequence of that? All 
these things are capable of being ap- 
proached with mathematical certainty. 
The demand is increasing and the supply is 
diminishing. Rents, as a matter of course, 
are largely on the increase. What is 
the consequence ? The Royal Commission 
of 1884 reported in the strongest possible 
manner about the inadequacy of the 
wages of the people in London to meet 
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‘the rents which were charged. There is 
no question that rents are higher now 
than then, and I do not think anyone will 
‘say that wages have risen in proportion 
to enable people to pay these high rents. 
It may be that they have in some cases, 
but not all round. That being the case, I 
believe this is one of a combination of 
steps that are required to grapple with 
this question. First of all, let a Bill of 
this kind be passed. I did not under- 
stand the Member for South Shields to 
manifest hostility to the Bill so far as it 

oes, but he said it did not go far enough. 
Fie said it was a good Bill so far as it 
goes. Leta Bill of this kind be framed ; 
let the local authority purchase land com- 
pulsorily to erect suitable houses, or to 
allow other persons to erect them, always 


keeping them under their own control. 


You have legal machinery at present which 
isnot suited tothe circumstances of the case. 
You have possibly a little lawsuit about 
every house ; and if you do not havea law- 
suit, why is it? It is because of the fact 
that the owner of the house knows that 
the local authority will be bound to pay, 
except in minor cases, all the costs of the 
litigation. Knowing that, he knows that 
he has really got the purchasing authority 
under his hand, and that they are obliged 
to pay a larger price than the place is 
worth, even allowing 10 per cent. com- 
pensation. The consequence is that the 
existence of these compulsory powers and 
the dread of a lawsuit of itself enor- 
mously increases the value of these houses. 
[An Hon. MEMBER: They do not pay 10 
per cent.| I am not talking of houses 
declared to be insanitary, I am talking of 
the ordinary case of buying land. I am 
supposing a case of the County Council 
wishing to buy land. I am speaking as to 
cost of litigation, and the fact that, little 
or big, a lawsuit in reference to these 
houses necessarily exaggerates the value 
of the houses or the land, and a larger 
sum is required. I have been before 
juries in many cases of this kind, and I 
have found that they are inclined to take 
into consideration any speculative value 
attached by the highly-paid valuers who 
come forward for the purpose of 
expressing their opinion. Anyone who 


has gone through it and seen it 
knows that the cost of litigation 
in these matters is almost penal. 


I shall suggest a remedy, which I hope 
will receive the consideration of the right 
hon. 


Gentleman the President of the 


i 
k 
i 
‘ 
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Local Government Board. Let there be 
a rating valuation upon the capital value. 


Let there be a rating valuation, and let, 


the owners put the valuation on their own 
property. That property you may buy 
at their own figure at any time. That is 
a scheme by which every man shall rate 
his own property and pay a fair rate. If 
he puts too much value on his property 
he will have to pay higher rates than he 
ought topay. If you do that, the County 
Council will very soon be able to say, 
“Here is so much property, and the 
exact value of it we know. We will 
pay that and 10 per cent. additional 
if you like.” I should deprecate the 
payment of the 10 per cent. Another 
provision, I submit, ought to be 
for cheap trains and tramways. That 


subject was discussed yesterday. The Pre- | 
'do consider this. Suppose you shut up a 
‘house or demolish a dwelling. It is per- 


sident of the Local Government Board 
in the course of aspeech the other day on 
this Bill made reference to an aspect of 


this question which I venture to make | 


an appeal to him to reconsider. He said 
you cannot ask cheap trains to be given 
by railways until there is a population. 
But if you do not make arrangements, or 
have some statutory powers for the 
making of arrangements, before you 
get the population, you will never get the 
population at all. Take the case of land 
three-quarters of a mile froma railway 
station, five or six miles out. If I were 
thinking of building there working-class 
dwellings, would I ever invest my capital 
unless I knew that I could rely on some 
Government authority to insist upon 
proper railway accommodation in order 
that the population might be conveyed to 
and from their places of work? If I were 
a working man and asked to change my 
home and go into the country six or 
seven miles off, would I ever make the 
change if I did not know that there was 
qa Government Department, or some 
authority, able to insist that I should get 
the necessary train accommodation? It 
is a matter which, I think, ought if 


possible to be made the subject of negotia- | 
tion and of settlement with the railway | 
companies. I know there are some who | 
say that the railways have done their | 
duty already, while there are some who | 
say they have not done their duty. Iam) 


not going to enter into that. If the 


President of the Local Government Board | 
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were prepared to do, and what the Lon- 


don County Council was prepared to do, 


either by tramways or railways, | 
believe we might be able to come 


|to a just conclusion, and before the 
| Bill now under discussion became opera- 


tive in the shape of bricks and mortar 
we would be able to accompany 


‘it by some measure providing for 


the transit which is indispensable 
for the proper carrying of it out. [| 
want to say a word about tramways. 
By this means overcrowding might be 
relieved in the great central area of 


‘London. I think that then, and not till 
then, you can approach in a thoroughly 
| practical 


spirit the consideration of 
Parts I. and II. of the Act of 1890, 
Those powers are very drastic in some 
respects, and they are very useful. But 


fectly necessary, and has to be, and very 
often is done. But when you do that 
you diminish still further the accommo- 
dation which is already so restricted 
within that crowded ares ; you put the 


'man to the expense of building a new 


house, and you increase the rent. The 
fact is, it is not so much the difficulty of 
the house itself ; it is the accommodation. 
If the houses were palaces paved with 


/ marble, the condition would still be the 


same, because unless you reconstruct the 
house in the shape of a great block of 
dwellings there is not enough area to 
house the people better. That, of course, 


|is the real motive of the right hon. 


Gentleman for bringing in the Bill he has. 
introduced. There is one other thing I 
wish to say. It ought to be made 
impossible except in the rarest possible 
cases for any further encroachment to be 
made upon this already crowded area. I 
am going to propose a thing which may 
seem to some Gentlemen to be a strong 
proposition, but I will leave the sugges- 
tion for their candid consideration. _ Is it 
not time to prohibit the erection of new 
workshops within this central area! 
Think of it for a single moment. It is a 
nuisance to shut off a man’s light and air ; 
it is injurious to the health of the indi- 
vidual, and it is injurious to the health 
of the whole community. What are you 
doing by allowing these workshops to be 
created in the place of old houses? They 


were to appoint a small Departmental | are, in the true and wide sense of the 
Committee to sit during next winter in | 
order to see what the railway companies | 


Sir Robert Reid. 


word, nuisances in the district. There is 
no room for any more workshops in this 
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area consistently with the health and well- 
being of the community at large. I ven- 
ture respectfully to recommend that point 
to the consideration of anyone who wishes 
to give an impartial hearing to these 
matters. The result of prohibiting such 
erections would be that anyone wishing 
to start a new workshop would have to 
go further into the country, and would 
thereby help to disperse the industries of 
London—the very thing which one way 
or another must be done if you are going 
to preserve the health of London. Then 
there was the recommendation of the hon. 
Member for Stepney, who spoke in 
favour of fair rent clauses for these tene- 
ments in London. There are many who 
say that ought to be done, and I, for my 
part, as I voted for the Fair Rent Act of 
1881, and have voted for other proposals 
of a like character since, am not particu- 
larly shocked by the theory, but I must 
say in this case it is impracticable. “ Fair 
rent” is a familiar term, which means 
fixity of tenure, free sales, and ultimately 
culminates in a process of purchase. It 
also means a large expenditure in pro- 
viding courts for fixing the fair rents, 
which when fixed are no\ always satis- 
factory, and there is a constant atmosphere 
of litigation. I prefer another method, 


which I also hope will receive candid | 
consideration. Overcrowding is an offence | 


at law. For a landlord to overcrowd his 
house is not only a cruel thing, but it is 
an offence ; it is morally wrong, and it is 
legally wrong. ‘To have an insanitary 
house is not only a cruel thing, but it is 
awrong thing, both legally and morally. | 
To charge too great a rent for rooms, 
wringing it out of the misery of the | 
people, although it is not illegal, is a| 
grossly despicable and wicked thing to | 
do. I submit that it is time to make this 
proposal, namely, that wherever a tene- 
ment is either persistently overcrowded, 
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based on the absolute necessity for society 
to defend itself. There are some evils, 
and this is one of them, which have grown 
to such dimensions that society has the 
right to defend itself against them. I 
would be perfectly prepared to agree that 
there should be some independent person, 
nominated, say, by the Local Government 
Board or the Home Office, with whose con- 
sent it should be determined whether there 
was persistent overcrowding, over-renting, 
and so forth. But you have got to choose 
between allowing a population which has 
done nothing to deserve it to be gradually 
degraded physically, morally, and 
mentally—lunacy to be increased, and 
disease to be increased—and preventing a 
man who is guilty always of cruelty and 
sometimes of illegality practising what 
is in amount and in effect extortion. If 
such a step as I suggest were taken, I 
believe the moral sense of the public 
would recognise it as necessary and just 
| for the protection of society against the 
| flagrant evil of which we complain. There 
;are many good landlords, I admit, 
| but who will deny that there are many 
| bad ones? It is the bad landlords who 
| bring the whole class into disrepute, and 
bring misery to many people who are 
oppressed by their extortion. In regard 
to the Bill itself, I think it is a great pity 

but if the House will look at the Bill they 
will find that it isa Bill to amend Part 
III. of the Act of 1890. The Bill is so 
drawn in order to prevent Amendments 
or Instructions being moved dealing with 
anything except Part III. of that Act. I 
grant that the step, so far as it goes, is a 














right step, and one deserving our support. 


But here we are asked to deal with a 
subject of the greatest impcrtance, and, 
by what I call the chicanery of the law, 


' the House is prevented from dealing with 


the two most important parts of the sub- 
| ject, simply because of the title of the Bill. 





persistently kept in an unsanitary condi- | The Bill is intituled “A Bill to Amend 
tion by the owner, or persistently over-| Part III. of the Housing of the Working 
rented, the County Council or the | Classes Act, 1890.” Isay that that is not 
local authority should have the power | the way a Bill should be introduced, and 


to come in and say, ‘We = are it is a great pity ithas been done. It is 
going to put this dwelling into | not as if it was a subject upon which there 
proper repair; we will manage it; | really could be among gentlemen and men 


we will eharge the rents which are right | of honour on either side of the House the 
and reasonable under the circumstances, | least wish to do anything other than to 
and the balance we will hand over to the | further the removal of this great evil. 
owners.” That really is not unfair. It|/I should like very much to have 
does not.go nearly so far in principle as| moved clauses which would have 


the fair rent proposals of 1881, and the | dealt with the subject of the housing 
proposals in Ireland and this proposal are|of the working classes as relating 
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to Parts I. and II. of the Act of 1890, 
and I might have moved an Instruction 
to deal with cheap trains as a part of the 
whole scheme. But, no; it cannot be 
done. Ido not believe you will find in 


the history of Parliamentary proceedings | 
Until quite | 


such a course as this. 
recently there has never been in the 


mind of anybody such an idea as to bring | 
in a Bill to amend a part of an Act in| 


order to prevent the other portions of 


that Act dealing with the same subject | 


being discussed. That is not the way to 
strengthen the reputation or to maintain 
the dignity of the House of Commons. 


I do not wish to say anything harsh, but | 
I do think this is an instance of whieh | 


note ought to be taken, so that it should 
not be repeated. I can only express the 
hope that the view I have put forward, 
and the suggestions others may have 
offered or will offer, with regard to this 
most grave subject will receive attention 
from the Government, proportionate not to 
the importance of the Members who 


addressed the House. but to the im-| 


portance of the subject. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): As a 
London Member, and one who has taken 
avery great interest in this question, I 
should like to say a very few words on 
this very important subject. We all 
agree that the subject of improving the 
homes of the people lies at the bottom of 
all social improvements, and it is very 
little use talking about education and other 
matters, unless the homes are much 
better than they are at present in very 
many instances. When we hear such 


speeches as the one to which we have | 
| and in order to get out of the difficulty 
rather from some of the ordinary common | 


just listened, I think we are led away 


principles which have built up this 


country. We seem to be growing more | 


and more to depend upon outside 


measures, relying upon local and district | 
authorities and other bodies for many | 
things which, after all, in other respects | 
have been supplied by local enterprise. | 
What really are the facts to a great ex- | 


tent of this important matter? It is the 
fashion to run down landlords, and to say, 
as the hon. and learned Gentleman said 
just now, that there are many bad ones. 
So, too, there may be. But there are a 
great number of good landlords. [An 
IrRisH MEMBER: Where?] I do not 


speak for Ireland, but many of the land- 
Sir Robert Reid. 
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_lords among the poor of London are yer 
good landlords, and they do their best 
to promote the welfare of the poor, 
We do not think it is an evil for a man 
| to enter into a trade to supply bread, or 
books, or any other article, and we do 
not regard him as a criminal if he asks 
to be paid for goods delivered; but 
directiy a landlord supplies what is, after 
all, as necessary as food, namely houses, 
some people regard him as if he was 
altogether outside the pale of any con- 
sideration. My whole theory of improv- 
ing the dwellings of the people in great 
cities is that we should encourage in every 
sense tke efforts made by such persons as 
Miss Octavia Hill in this direction. It 
seems to me that nothing would tend 
more to do away with overcrowding and 
with the insanitary condition of these 
houses than by doing our best to induce 
people of this sort to come forward and 


‘live among the people in the way that 


Miss Octavia Hill does. But the law is 
such at the present time that you cannot 
expect anybody to undertake such work, 
The law between landlord and tenant is 
very unsatisfactory. It may be all right 
in certain cases where you have got 
tenants who are substantial persons, but 
when you have got a bad tenant the law is 
so extraordinary and so very bad that it 
renders it almost impossible for any per- 
son of the class I have alluded to to 
undertake the management of this sort of 
property, and thus the opportunity of 
living amongst these people, humanising 
them, and doing good in the way I have 
suggested, is lost. There are some large 
owners of houses—and I know of one or 
two large corporations in London— 
who own a great number of tliese houses, 


of dealing with bad tenants they allow 
individual tenants to “farm” these 
houses. That, to my mind, isa very mis- 
chievous system ; it is contrary to the spirit 
of the day, but it arises because the rela- 
tions of landlord and tenant are so un- 
satisfactory that you are preventing 
private enterprise from trying to provide 
good homes to a great extent in our 
| great cities. I have had the pleasure of 
endeavouring to deal with the question 
by building several blocks of these 
houses, and although everything was 
done that could be done to improve 
these dwellings, [ am sorry to say that 
all the efforts in this direction come 
from the landlords. Many tenants are 
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extremely troublesome to manage, and 
the drawback of the law is that if you get 
a troublesome or mischievous tenant who 





Nothing would more tend to promote the 
well-being and the progress of better 
housing than to amend the law of landlord 
and tenant, to enable troublesome and dirty 
tenants who destroy everything to be got 


rid of with very much greater ease than | 
can be done at the present time. Another | 


matter which also prevents and hampers 
the enterprise of private individuals in 
trying to meet this great want is the 


growing difficulty of satisfying the re-| 
quirements of the local authorities. I can | 


only give my own experience, which I 
think is satisfactory as far as it goes. I 


was instrumental in having built a block | 


of buildings at a considerable cost. The 
result of this enterprise was that the 
building returned barely 2 per cent. 
interest on the outlay. These buildings 
were put up not in order to produce a 
dividend, bat simply as a philanthropic 
movement. We took great trouble to 
have the drainage and the sanitary 
and water arrangements of these 
buildings done as well as they could 
be done. A few years afterwards the 
local sanitary authority came in and con- 
demned the whole system of water and 
drainage. We had fixed up cisterns at 
considerable expense. Part of the build- 
ing was above the high-water pressure, 
and we had to pump the water up there. 
This local sanitary authority ordered 
every one of these cisterns to be removed, 
and they were removed at a cost of some- 
thing like £500 or £600, and everything 
was done as ordered. In less than three 
years after this the same sanitary 
authority and the same inspector came 
and insisted upon the reinstatement of 
the very same appliances which three 
years before they had ordered to be taken 
out. We went to the magistrate, but he 
said he had no power to deal with it, and 
ata cost of about £300 the very things 
which the inspector had condemned three 
years before had to be reinstated. I do not 
suggest that there was anything corrupt, 
but this shows one of the difficulties in 
the way. How can you expect, under 
these circumstances, people to embark 
upon this sort of enterprise? The local 
authority changed their opinion as to 
sanitary arrangements, and the result was 
that this institution, which was paying 











js a great nuisance to all the others, it is | 
very difficult to get rid of that tenant. | 
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|its way, had all this expense put 
| upon it. Again, it has come to my 
_knowledge in many cases that in 
crowded districts where rooms are very 
scarce there are rooms which are not let 
simply because of the extraordinary con- 
ditions which the local authorities put 
upon the various entrances and exits to 
these buildings. Although I should be 
| the last to say that proper precautions 
should not be taken in this respect, it does 
seem unreasonable that a house which is 
, good enough for any number of people to 
live in, if let to one person, if it is sublet 
then the same house is at once made sub- 
ject to a number of restrictions which are 
so onerous that the owners prefer 
not to let it rather than go to the ex- 
pense and trouble which the alterations 
would involve. It is said, and said very 
truly, that rents are increasing. That is, 
of course, one of the great evils we have 
to contend with. But it is no use shutting 
our eyes to the fact that one of the items 
which tend to increase the rent of small 
houses especially is the great increase of 
rates in those districts, and although we 
‘know that those rates must increase 
it is idle to say you are bound to 
increase the local expenditure for all 
purposes and then not to see that it 
must fall, to a certain extent, upon the 
rents in the district. We are very 
apt to think that we can habitually 
increase the local rates without remem- 
bering that the increase must also 
fall upon the rents of the poor. My 
hon. friend referred to overcrowding, and 
I may say that I have had something to 
do with that question. It seems always 
to be spoken of by some persons as if 
overcrowding was entirely the fault of 
the landlords. I do not say that in some 
cases it may not be so, but I may point 
out that in the very building with which 
I have had to deal the rooms have been 
let expressly upon certain conditions as 
to the number of persons who are to be 
allowed to live inthem. But if you go 
to these rooms a short time afterwards 
you will find very often that a greater 
number of people are living in them than 
the conditions allow. I do not see how 
you can possibly prevent this. Ifa man 
goes to visit these rooms you cannot be 
expected to sit at the door to see if he 
comes out again. Inthe cases I have had 
to look after myself, I have found it 
|absolutely impossible to prevent extra 
persons living in the rooms over and 
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above the number stipulated for | 
on the form of conditions agreed 
upon when taking the house to 


prevent overcrowding. Therefore, it 
will be seen that there are very great 
ditiiculties in the way of preventing this 
evil. My hon. friend opposite referred 
to the very great cruelty of charging too 
much rent. Of course, we all agree with 
him in that, and no doubt it: is an evil 
which exists. I could not help being 
struck with the statement of the hon. 
Member who complained of some person 
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and I have lived and worked among 
London people all my life, and [| say 
emphatically that there is an im- 
mense improvement noticeable jp 
the present generation. I think 
there is one conclusive fact which shows 
that things are not as bad as hon. Mem- 
bers point out, for if things were getting 
worse the death rate of London could not 
have decreased as it has done. In spite 
of all the difficulties, still the fact remains 
that the death rate of London has de- 
creased from year to year during the last 





who had had her rent raised, and he | forty years, and now the average death 
described it very graphically, and said/rate is under twenty per thousand. 
that she came to him with tears in her | Although I hail this Bill as a step in the 
eyes tosay that her rent had been raised. | right direction, it is not so large a measure 
But the hon. Member let it out by | as I should like to have seen. There are 
accident that she had sublet the house to | many provisions I should prefer to see 
a lot of other tenants. She got her! introduced in order to deal with the 


living by subletting, and if you go into! points to which I have referred, and to. 


the item of subletting there is no doubt | facilitate private enterprise. But still | 
that in this particular case it will be | shall support this Bill because it is a step. 
found that the landlord charged more on/in the right direction, and the House 
account of the premises being sublet. [| could not do anything better than take 
must say myself that I think one of the | in hand at once this serious problem and 
evils of the present system is that nearly | do everything that is possible to improve 
all these houses are sublet in this way, | the homes of the people. 

and the persons who sublet generally | 
make very exorbitant charges. That is| Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid): 
part of the system which prevents any | This is a question which is not confined to 
efforts such as I have made from being | the metropolis, and I desire to direct 
successful, and it prevents those who attention to the needs of the rural dis. 
want to promote the well being of tricts also. It is beyond doubt that the 
the people from occupying and owning | Act of 1890 is a dead letter in country 
such houses. I do not wish to speak at, districts There is only one district in 
any length upon this matter, and [ agree | which it has been put into force, and 
that it is a very important one. I am) that is Ixworth, on the borders of Nor- 
not in any way interested in landlords, | folk and Suffolk. A parson came there 
but I do say that I think it is only fair | from the Black Country. He found an 
to show that some of these great evils open village with many owners and bad 
which exist are due to the causes I have | thatched cottages. The cottages were 
mentioned, and I believe the very best | of all kinds ; one broken down barn was 
way to promote the erection of a large | divided by a wooden partition into two 
number of small houses for the poor would | cottages, and one bullock shed was. 
be by encouraging private enterprise to | divided into three cottages. The clergy- 
provide them. Private enterprise has | man had the temerity to call a meeting of. 
already done a great deal by erecting | labourers only, and when the meeting 
these large blocks, and if we could, by | was held the farmers tried to gain admit- 
some alteration of the law, encourage | tance, but the promoters got rid of them, 
persons like Miss Octavia Hill to purchase | and the result was that the Act of 1890 
and live upon these premises we should | was put into force. It created a great 
do an immense deal of good. With re-| stir in the village, and the squire 
gard to overcrowding, after all London is | actually followed the parson down the 
not going backwards in this respect. | street and told him he was a disgrace to 
Some of the hon. Members who have| his cloth. The Farmers’ Club met soon 
spoken have talked as if things are worse | afterwards and at their festive proceed- 
to-day than they have been at any pre- | ings declined to drink the health of the 
vious time. I am proud to say that I} clergy. Negotiations took place with the 
am a Cockney ; I was born in London, | rural authority, and finally an order was. 


Mr. Bartley. 
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issued for the closing of some of the worst | the hon. Baronet was not even allowed to 


cottages. 


objected to be turned into the streets, 
and the local authority applied to the 
County Council to hold an inquiry into 
the condition of the cottages. The 
inquiry was held by a former Member of 
this House, who, after an exhaustive in- 
vestigation, declared that the need for 
new cottages was urgent. But the 
obstructionist party had not yet exhausted 
all their opportunities for delay. They 


raised the question as to whether the cost | 


of the new cottages should be borne by 
the parish or by the union. A further 
inquiry had to be held, but the energy of 
the Labourers’ Association was exhausted ; 
they did not produce as much evidence 
as they did at first, and the result 
was that the second inquiry failed. The 
Member of Parliament who held the first 
inquiry came back to this House and 
found a very different atmosphere. He 
again used his influence with the Local 
Government Board, and finally eight new 
cottages were built at a cost of £1,700. 
I believe that is the only case in the 


whole kingdom where the Act of 1890. 


was really put in force in a rural district. 


May I tell the House something which | 


occurred only last Monday? An hon. 
Bart. who sits on the Government 


Benches, fired probably by the proceed- | 


ings which took place in this House a day 


or two previously, went down to the | 


County Council in which this very dis- 
trict is situated, and made a speech, in 
which he said that 
about the country could fail tonotice the 


condition of many of the houses and cot- | 


tages in the villages, and the crowded 
parts of the small towns, they being in 
an extremely unsatisfactory and insani- 
tary state. Then the hon. Baronet, who 
is well-known in this House for the purity 


of his intentions, made a proposal for the | 


appointment of a medical inspector by the 
County Council, who would be indepen- 
dent of any fear or favour, and whose 
clients would not be members of the local 
bodies with which he would come into 


contact, and who might be trusted to put | 


the Act into force. But the hon. Baronet 
was sat upon all round in the County 
Council, and his proposal was practically 
laughed to scorn. The master of the 


It was discovered that eviction 
was impossible, as the labourers naturally 


no one who went | 


| withdraw his proposal, and it was 
' defeated by a large majority. That is 
the condition of affairs at the present 
time. There is no doubt that the agricul- 
| tural labourer is rising in the world ; he 
lis better paid, better fed, and better 
| clothed than ever before ; his house only 
is worse. The main reason is that it 
does not pay anyone to build cottages. 
‘The frequently charming old thatched 
cottage is charming no longer ; the thatch 
is falling into decay; the clay walls 
are bulging out, and dissolution or 
the condemnation of the medical in- 
spector threatens the edifice. The old 
| rule was that a cottage could be built for 
| £100; it now takes £150. Noone ever 
dreams of building a cottage as a specula- 
‘tion or investment: the work is under- 
taken as a duty to be discharged either by 
‘the individual or the community. Yet 
there is a plan by which private enterprise 
'might be very greatly assisted, and by 
| which the building of cottages might be 
‘made to pay with advantage to the 
‘labourer and the country. That plan is 
a reform of the land laws, which would 
enable people to get hold of pieces of land 
cheaply. I have a letter here from a 
working-class member of a county council, 
who is held in great esteem in his own 
county. He writes— 

“There is no doubt that the housing of the 
working classes in our country districts is a 
very important question. The hovels in which 
many of them have to live are partly the cause 
of their leaving. The village in which I live 
| is an exception to many others. The popula- 
tion has not decreased, and if it had not teen 
for the land monopoly it would have increased 
| during the last twenty years. In October last 
my carter had to leave me because his house 
| was wanted for the large farm to which it 
| belongs. He had a large family. and no suit- 
able house for them could be obtained. I 
| engaged another man, who hired the only ewpt 
house in the village, situated in a backyard an 
adjoining some stables, without a garden of any 
kind. He is now leaving me because of the 
| cottage and its surroundings, and I cannot 

blame him, as I should not ‘Jike to live in the 

‘house myself. I would build a cottage; but 
cannot buy the land to build on, as it is nearly 
all monopolised by one man, and strictly 
entailed. I have known other people who 
would have built cottages, but they could not 
| get the land. If the laws of entail, etc., were 
| abolished and the land set free, some of the 
| evils which exist could and would be dealt 
| with by private enterprise, and when that 
| failed district councils should have power to 
| erect suitable cottages.” 


staghounds asked had the rural districts | [¢ we could add to each cottage an acre 


failed in their duty, or had the medical 


_or half an acre of land, then there would 


officers failed, and the end of it was that | be such a demand for cottages that all 
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ditticulty would be removed. The ideal | the House which has not shown a sincere 
of the labourer is to get a cottage with a | desire to secure the solution of this impor- 
bit of land, running even up to five acres, | tant problem. Although I pay this y 


where he can work after his ordinary humble tribute to the speeches delive 
labour. I welcomed the suggestion of | I do not find it possible to agree to some 
my hon. and learned friend that public of the suggestions proposed, especially 
bodies should have power to obtain land those of the hon. and learned Member for 
at so many years purchase of its rate- South Shields. He regrets that this is so 
able value. That would give great smalla Bill. So doI; but I disagree with 
facilities for the purchase of land, and if him in saying that because it is too small, 
the local authorities had these facilities we | he would rather have no Bill at all. Now, 
would have gonea longwayin surmounting I regard this Bill as a concrete and even 
the difficulties which exist. Simplify the | very substantial contribution to the so- 
sale of land, and you will bring into lution of that particular branch of the 
operation the laws of supply and demand_ problem which at present sadly fetters the 
with regard to the housing of the working | hands of the London County Council, with 
classes, and I, would rather trust to supply which I am more particularly concerned. 
aud demand than to any amount of | The hon. Member for Derby said that he 
philanthropy, however benevolent. | wanted a Select Committee to inquire into. 
Building societies have been very suc- the housing question. Well, in my 
cessful in doing this sort of work in opinion, the nostrum of a Royal Commis- 
provincial towns. I know one Society sion, or a Select Committee, is the most. 
which bought land, got rid of the lawyers , unsuitable by which the housing question 
altogether, and gave a fresh title, and | could be solved. I think it was General 
oye rushed at once to buy up that land. Booth who said that if the construction 
f the villages could get good cottages of Noah’s Ark, which was wanted for an 
with tittle holdings attached, we would emergency, had been referred to a Select 
soon see a very different state of things Committee, it would not have been built 
in this country. It is impossible for one _ to this day. The housing question is also 
man to ask for land for a cottage. The | an emergency question ; it cannot afford 
local authority must take up a large por- to wait. I am sure my right hon. friend. 
tion of land and divide it out in lots. the President of the Local Government 
There is one other important question Board was right in saying that this 
which should not be overlooked. If it, question will not be solved in one 
were provided that in future cottagers session of Parliament, or even perhaps. 
should have six months notice to quit/in two; it will have to be taken 
where there was no agreement in writing in hand in instalments, and only by 
to the contrary, the working classes would the method of solvitor ambulando. There- 
be greatly delighted. fore I differ in foto with the hon. and 
| learned Gentleman the Member for South 
*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): The right Shields, when he says he will not begin 
hon. Gentleman the President of the to tackle this question unless he gets a 
Local Government Board did no more Bill which will amend the law relating to. 
than justice to the speakers in this im- the assessment of compensation for un- 
portant debate, when he said the other healthy dwelling- houses, and which 
day that it had been instructive and use- makes provision whereby the councils. 
ful ; and the discussion this afternoon has | establishing dwelling-houses outside their 
not forfeited the right to be so described. | districts may, where necessary, be enabled 
We all feel that the subject has received to obtain adequate railway or other com- 
a very powerful and interesting contribu- munication between their district and 
tion from the exceedingly able speech | such dwelling-houses. I say that a Bill 
delivered by my hon. and learned friend | which was introduced into Parliament for 
the Member for Dumfries. I think it is | the purpose of doing all these things 
truethatall the speakers haveappliedthem- | would not be a contribution towards the 
selves to the discussion of this, the most solution of the question so powerfully 
pressing question almost of the hour, with- | exposed by the Daily News; because 
out any party spirit whatsoever, although | it is certain that by the end of July 
one hon. Gentleman imported a somewhat | the whole Bill would be thrown over. 
gratuitous reference to party. I cannot I think, on the contrary, that my right 
remember any speech from either side of | hon. friend the President of the Local 


Mr. F. W. Wilson. 
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Government Board has done exceedingly 
wisely in bringing in a Bill which is not 
complicated, but which prevides for the 
solution of one particular part of the 
roblem. I hope the hon. and learned 
Gentleman will not press his motion to a 
division ; but if he does, I shall certainly 
yote against it, because, in my opinion, it 
will frustrate instead of contributing to 
the progress of the housing of the work- 
ing classes. We have seen a trial made 
of these tactics in the temperance reform 
movement, with a result which surely 
should not encourage anyone who is 
anxious that this much more important 
problem should be taken in hand in some 
way or other. You must begin by adopt- | 
ing something which will give us some | 
hope of relief from the pressure in Lon- | 
don, although not more in London than | 
in some parts of London. My hon. and | 





| 
| 
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with 9d. in Liverpool ; a labourer 7d. an 
hour in London compared with 54d. an 
hour in Liverpool. Bricks cost £2 2s. 
per thousand in London and £1 6s. in 
Liverpool ; ranges cost £1 16s. in London 
and £1 6s. in Liverpool. I would be the 
very last to find fault with the hours and 
conditions of labour which the trades 
unions try to get for their members, provi- 
ded they do not tyrannise over workmen 
who are not in their body. I recognise the 
right of the men to combine for higher 
wages, but it is not in wages or in the 
men’s hours that the London County 
Council experience the most insuperable 
ditficulties. It is the inability to get 
land. It is this inability to buy land 
on reasonable terms which makes it 
impossible for us to house the poor. 
It is true that we do house people, but, 
as Lord Rosebery said, when he opened 





learned friend the Member for East Fins- | the Shoreditch houses the other day, we 
bury let fall some not very kind or friendly | have housed 472 personsand havedisplaced 
remarks about the London County | 533. Well, that is a remarkable way of 
Council, of which I have had the honour | housing the poor. Then, of the people 
to be a member ever since it existed. I! whom we do house there are few of the 
should be the very last to say a single | very class whom we have displaced. They 
word reflecting on the London County | cannot pay the rents which we are obliged 
Council. My hon. friend opposite knows | to demand. I make no reproach to the 
that although I differ from him on some | London County Council; it is not their 
questions, I never said anything which in| fault; they are compelled to demand 
any way reflected on the Council ; and if | them. Although a member of the London 
there is any subject on which I consider | County Council, I personally ask for no 
the London County Council is less open | privileges for that body which cannot be 
to reproach at this moment than another, | defended on sound economic grounds. I 
it is this question of housing. 1 think that | do not want money to be lent at 2 per 
in the old days the London County Council | cent. ; I do not want even the extension 
did not do so much as it should have done, | of the period over which we can repay 
and the result of that is that they are, | the borrowed money for these houses. [ 
unfortunately, only able now to make | think sixty years is a very reasonable 
very little headway. The London County | term, and quite as long as these houses 
Council is very unfavourably placed in | will bear; but I do say that on their 
connection with the housing question. I freeholds there is an absolutely irresist- 
hold in my hand a Report prepared for | able right to borrow money for 100 years. 
the London County Council at the close | The very ground landlords are obliged to 
of the year 1898, in which a comparison | give leases for ninety-nine years or 100 
is made with the building operations and | years to their tenants; and I do not see 
the cost of building between London and | why the London County Council should 





Liverpool. I will only quote two or three | 
figures to the House in order to show that 
when faultisfound with the London County 
Council how troublesome, how insuperable, 
are the difficulties which we have to con- 
tend with. It must be remembered that 
the discrepancies between London and 
Liverpool have, since 1898, become greater 
and not less, At the close of 1898 a 
foreman was paid £3 10s. a week in 
London and £2 10s. in Liverpool; a 
joiner 10d. an hour in London compared 








‘of the 


not be allowed to borrow money for 100 
years on their freehold land, which will 
be worth more at the end of that period 
than now. Again, we cannot build houses 
for the poor when we are obliged to buy 
land at prohibitive rates. From the 
extremely luminous statement made by 
the chairman of the finance committee 
London County Council in 
introducing his Budget yesterday, 
hon. Members may have learned 
that in connection with the Strand 
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improvement we had to buy one im- 
portant property, Reid’s Brewery, for 
£200,000, and another property in 
Bloomsbury for £40,000. Before we put 
up a single tenement we had to write 
down these properties to their housing 
value—the £40,000 property to £7,000 
and the £200,000 property to £45,000. 
It is idle to reproach the London County 
Council for not having done all they 
would like to do, and ought to do, for 
the housing of the working classes, when 
it is weighted and handicapped in that 
way with the land, which alone can 
enable them to solve the problem. There- 
fore I think this Bill is a substantial con- 
tribution towards the solution of the 
question, for it gives us the land we want. 
The hon. and learned Member for Dum- 
fries said he wanted some proposals made 
in regard to rating. He speaks with so 
much authority, and I so little, that it is 
difficult to combat him ; but again I say 
that to weight the Bill with proposals of 
that kind, very complicated and not uni- 
versally acceptable, would not be a sub- 
stantial contribution to the immediate 
solution of the problem. We want room 
to live, and I believe that the power 
which the Bill gives us will enable us to 
put up a great many houses which 
I hope will be tenanted by the poor, 
instead of middle-class houses for 
artisans, to which the London County 
Council have too much confined their 
attention heretofore. There is one still 
greater reason why I advocate these poor 
people’s houses, because in my judgment 
it will prove the most direct and infallible 
remedy for these rapacious landlords, 
about whom the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man spoke with so much just severity. 
How are you going to bring the rents 
down? Not, in my opinion, by making 
it penal to charge too much. There are 
many both good and bad landlords, and 
they cannot be distinguished in the eye of 
the law, at least I should have thought 
not. I would say it would be unjust, 
certainly it would be unprecedented, if 
the law laid down a line beyond which 
rents could not be charged. But I would 
come down on these rapacious landlords 
by destroying their business, by offering 
at cheaper rents better houses, better 
appointed, and in much larger numbers ; 
so that they would not be able to 
command the rents which their 
elastic consciences seem to perinit them | 
now to exact. 


Mr. Cohen. 
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Gentleman says that you cannot get the 
people to go to the houses if no means of 
transit are provided. That is a plausible 
argument ; but how does he expect that 
the railway companies are going to run 
trains, or the London County Council to 
build tramways on which there will beno 
return for the capital expenditure. Per- 
sonally, although I think it is very desir- 
able that a large number of poor men’s 
houses should be erected, I do not want 
to see the poor men housed out of the 
rates. I know very well that the Lom 
don County Council rates have a ten- 
dency to go up, and that the 
small shopkeepers who form a larger 
class than many hon. Members are 
aware of, find it is as much as they 
can do at the present moment to pay 
their rates and earna decent living. But 
I do not want to see these people housed 
out of the rates. If you put up houses in 
the country they would get better tene- 
ments at a smaller rent, and in a more 
healthy atmosphere ; and the few pence 
a week which they would have to pay to 
get to and from their work places would 
be much more than compensated by the 
low price they would have to pay for the 
superior accommodation they would get 
at far lower rents. I do not believe 
you will solve this housing problem 
by one great enactment; you must 
apply, as I have said, the solvitor ambu- 
lando method, and the right way to begin 
is to put up houses outside, but near 
London. I may be forgiven if I refer to 
a subject in which I take a deep interest, 
and which was touched upon by the hon. 
Member for East Finsbury. ‘That hon. 
Gentleman said that the houses round 
about Whitechapel were tenanted by large 
numbers of Russians and Poles. I pro- 
bably know about this subject as much as 
any Member in the House. He spoke of 
the insanitary condition of the dwellings, 
and I am sorry to say there is some 
truth in that, but the responsibility is 
that of the local authority. I happen to 
be the president of the Jewish Board 
of Guardians, and we have applied 
ourselves zealously, and successfully, 
to inculeating in the poor of 
our community habits of cleanliness. 
We have a sanitary committee of our 
own, and I, for one, should be only too 
delighted to see the local authorities 
putting into operation in the districts 
where these poor Russian and Polish 


The hon. and learned | people are housed the ample powers they 
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sess under the Public Health Act of {learned friend the Member for South 


1891. 


{17 May 1900} 


I think the local authorities | Shields. 
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This debate has made it per- 


have been lethargic in putting into, fectly clear that the evils arising from 


operation these powers, and the superior | 


authority, the London County Council, 


has also been remiss in not compelling | 


the local authorities to exercise these 
powers. At least, by passing as rapidly 
as we can this measure we enable the 


overcrowding are not only numerous but 
variable. We have almost had exclusively 
to-night the London aspect of the 
question. Itis by no means an exclusively 
London question. The hon. Member 


for East Islington suggested that local 


London County Council to go outside | 
their area and erect those houses for the | 


poor working classes which they have so 
long wanted. One word as to the ware- 
houses. There is no doubt that the 
warehouses and workshops have dis- 
placed a large number of the poorer class 
houses. I do not regret that. I think 
it is even an advantage. I know a little 
about the north side of the Marylebone 
Road, where the Great Central Hotel 
now stands. All 
there were pulled down, and a large 
number of insanitary and nauseous places 
have been removed. It is true that con- 
tributes to the congestion that is going 
to be redressed by the Bill of my right hon. 
friend. The same thing is going on in the 
north and east of London, and therefore I 
very respectfully differ from the hon. Gen- 
tleman in deploring the substitution of these 
large, healthy warehouses for insanitary 
slums, but I hold that these places should 
not be erected without corresponding 
accommodation being afforded for the poor 
whom they displace. I am afraid I have 
detained the House too long, and I thank 
hon. Members for having listened so 
patiently to me. In conclusion, I thank 


the old buildings | 


enterprise—although he was speaking 
from a London point of view—would 
be sufficiently adequate to put all 
those evils of which we complain in 
order. I want to give, in as few words 
as I can, a specimen of what local 
enterprise has done for a_ particular 
locality outside and far removed from 
London. The locality about which I 
desire to speak I have the honour to 
represent in this House. The House 
will probably remember that this is not 
the first time we have ventilated the evil 
state of affairs which exists at Devonport. 


| Nevertheless, as this subject is apposite 


my right hon. friend for what I believe to , 


be the first concrete contribution to the 
solution of this great question. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): The 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
showed a great deal of faith in this Bill as 
providing asolution for all the evilsof which 
he spoke. Personally, I think the Bill 
will do some good, but that it will cure 
overcrowding requires more faith than 
I possess. It has been very properly 
pointed out that the Government, by an 
accident, no doubt, have so brought in 
this Bill that we shall hardly have the 
power of extending its provisions. That 
is a great misfortune. However, I am 
charitable enough to believe that the 
Government will give us an opportunity 
in Committee, if the forms of the House 
will permit, to extend it in the direction 
adumbrated in the motion of my hon. and ; 





to the Bill before the House, I venture 
again to go into some details. Now, 
Devonport differs from London in this 
respect, that it is not overwhelmed with 
an enormous population. The population 
is relatively very small, but, nevertheless, 
the percentage of overcrowding is much 
larger than in London. The reason for 
this is simple; land in Devonport is 
an absolute monopoly. It is all in the 
hands of one man, who by hoarding it 
has put upon it a tictitious value. There 
is no free market in land, so much so 
that it is an unknown thing in Devon- 
port for a freehold house ever to be put 
up to auction. The result of this is 
an unparalleled state of affairs; three- 
quarters of the town is rotten and 
dilapidated—so much so that if a 


stranger visited the town he would think 


it had been visited by an earthquake, or 
had suffered from a recent Boer bombard- 
ment. And that is the state of affairs in 
a town in the midst of beautiful sur- 
roundings with any amount of available 
land; but in this particular case it is 
under the thumb of one man, and hence 
there is a greater amount of overcrowd- 
ing there than in any other town in 
Great Britain. But although the houses 
are so bad, they are nevertheless occu- 
pied because the people have nowhere 
else to go. If the Government were to 


face this question in the way in which I 
hope they will be compelled to do sooner 
or later, the system under which land- 
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owners are able to hold their land, to the 
detriment of the whole community, would 


be brought to an end. The hon. Member | 


for Dumfries suggested a remedy for this 
state of things; but what I want to see is 
legislation by which the possession of 
these insanitary and overcrowded areas, 
instead of being lucrative, shall be danger- 
ous to the owner. I will quote a few 
figures to illustrate what this cruel mono- 
poly means to the health, happiness, ‘and 
morale of those who are its victims. 
proportion of dwellers in single room tene- 
ments per thousand inhabitants in England 
and Wales is 47 ; in London, 184 ; but in 
Devonport 244. The number of people 
occupying one, two, three, and four room 
tenements in Devonport are: one room, 
11,301 ; two rooms, 19,835 ; three rooms, 
12,000 ; four rooms, 7,000. The right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade appealed to the powers of the various 


statutes, and said if local authorities would | 


only put their provisionsintoforce they had 
the remedy in their own hands. But they 
cannot put them into force in a district 
like this under the domination of one 
man. The Government should take 
action. They should come down and con- 


demn the whole thing, and having done so, | 


should throw the whole responsibility to 
rebuild the houses'and to rehouse those 
who are temporarily displaced upon the 
owners. It is complained that in London 
a fictitious value is put upon the land, 
because it is said by the owners when 
these insanitary properties are demolished 
that the land is going to be used for the 
erection of warehouses and factories. 


That cannot apply to Devonport, where | 


there are no warehouses, and where the 
land is exclusively utilised for housing. 


I rather gathered from my hon. friend | 


that he desired to attack this question 
on the principle of compensation. I 
did not gather how he intended to 


do it, but I hope he does not intend | 


to take the land at its fictitious value. 
If that principle is adopted it is impossible 
to deal with this matter, but if by some 
means a fair value could be established so 
that the land could be cleared of its 
rookeries and reoccupied by sanitary work- 
ing men’s dwellings, the evil would be 
cured. The remedy of taking the people 
into the country districts will not benefit 
the poor. It is the very poor who are the 
victims of overcrowding, and who are 
compelled to live in these hovels. The 


man receiving decent wages is able to go 


Mr. Kearley. 
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| out into the country districts, but there is 
_a class in all towns whose wages are legs 
than £1 a week, and whose wages will 
not permit them to live away from their 
work. They must live in these over- 
crowded areas 80 as to be near their work, 
and if it is left to the chance of making a 
favourable arrangement with the mono- 
polist the prospects of removing the evil 
are very slight indeed. In my opinion 
in that case the evil will continue. 
The Bill, as far as it goes, will do good in 
some communities, but I doubt whether 
it will benefit others at all. If the right 
/ hon. Gentieman the Leader of the House 
is going to speak on this matter perhaps 
he will tell us whether in Committee we 
shall be allowed a free field to put down 
such Amendments as we think proper. 
I understood from my hon. friend that 
we were to be shut out from moving 
Amendments on the general question, but 
I hope that is not so. This is not a party 
question, and I hope it will not be treated 
'as one, and that, in Committee, we shall 
have every opportunity for moving 
Amendments. The House is not busy just 
now, and I think this would be an ex- 
cellent opportunity for considering the 
whole question. ve 


| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I desire 
to call attention to only one particular 
| aspect of this question, which is not hostile 
| to the Bill in any sense of the word, but 
‘which seems to me to deserve some con- 
sideration. The idea of the Bill is that 
the local authorities are to have the 
power to provide houses for working 
people outside their own area, because 
‘their own area is overcrowded, and the 
' suggestion of the hon. Member for South 
Shields is that this can only be carried 
out by improved railway communication. 
The two things go hand in hand. I do 
not deny that the Bill is a good one 
so far as it goes. It is very de 
sirable that local authorities should deal 
with this matter, and also that railway 
facilities should be increased. But I want 
to represent to the House that this remedy 
of building houses outside and of improv- 
| ing railroad facilities is at its best a very 
imperfect treatment of the question. It 
would only take London further ovt into 
the country, and would not bring the 
people into the country. I remember in 
the east of London districts which many 
years ago were practically in the country, 
_giving the people who went to live there 
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are now parts of London, with the result 
that the centre of London is further re- 
moved from the country. And it has 
become more difficult for those who live 
in London to get into the country except 
by taking a long railway journey. It is 
impossible to get green fields and pure air 
unless you go ten or fifteen miles out of 
it. And though you give improved 
facilities, there is this point to be con- 
sidered—the waste of time which is 
involved in taking people away from their 
work. Over an hour is taken away from 
the workman in the morning in going to 
his work, and an hour at night in return- 


ing, and often more than that. And what | 


with the risk of delay through fog, and 
the fatigue of an hour’s travelling, the man 
is not in the same condition to go to his 
work as if he resided near it. He is no 
longer fresh, and when he returns home 
at night he is fit for nothing at all. 
Yet we have been holding up to the 
working classes the advantages they will 
receive, with better wages and more time 
to themselves, and improved education. 
Therefore, I say it is unnatural to remove 
them further from their work by railway, 
and that such a remedy will never get 
rid of the evil. The conclusion I draw is 
that all the remedies we have for bringin 

the men to their work are imperfect, a 
Isuggest that instead of attempting to 
bring them to their work we should take 
all these larger industries into the smaller 


towns or into the country, and create | 


villages for their workers, as has been 
done in the north ; and although this may 
be considered a Utopian remedy, I do not 


think it is one that it is at all idle to call | 


to the attention of the House on an 
occasion like this as a remedy we might 
enforce. ‘I hope the owners of ware- 
houses and workshops and large industrial 
undertakings will, as the leases of their 
town property fall in, turn their attention 
to other parts of the country, where con- 
ditions are favourable and land is cheap, 


for the erection of works and dwellings | 


for their workpeople, and _ consider 
whether there would not be savings to 
more than compensate for the disadvan- 
tages of removal from London, the great 
centre of consumption. It is a great 
economic question which affects great 
industries, and though there are difficulties 
in the way, there are many industries 
which might be removed—such as jam 
factories and others—which would do a 
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the advantages of a country life, which ' 
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great deal to relieve the overcrowding in 
great towns. A good suggestion has. 
been made, and that is to prohibit the 
erection of factories and workshops within 
a given area, but the tendency of such a 
regulation would, I think, be merely to- 
enlarge the borders of London, already,. 
in my opinion, disproportionately large. 


Working Classes. 


*THE SECRETARY to THE LOCAL. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): Long before I 
entered this House, and long before I 
had to consider this question from an 
official standpoint, I had given a great 
deal of attention to this matter. I happen 
to live in a city where the poor are 
probably housed in a worse manner than 
in any other city in the world. And, as. 
most people know, I have for many years 
had to consider social questions, and now I 
bring all the wishes that a man can have 
for a satisfactory solution of this question... 
But the longer I study it the less I am 
inclined to drift into the region of 
despair. The hon. Member for Dumfries. 
started, I think, from the standpoint that 
things were getting worse rather than 
better. I do not believe anything of the 
kind. What I do believe is that a wider 
knowledge of overcrowding is being. 
obtained. But I also know that tens of 
thousands of the poor have been lifted up: 
within the last few years, and it is not 
true to say things are getting worse 
instead of better. That is a mistake that 
most earnest social reformers fall into, not 
only on this question but others. Of the 
40,000,000 of people in this country we 
know that 5,000,000 or 6,000,000 are 
living under conditions which are not 
satisfactory, but it is a mistake to look at 
those 5,000,000 or 6,000,000 of people and 
notatthemajority. They areaminority and 
not the majority. Private enterprise and 
municipal enterprise have donea good deal,. 
but the truth is that public attention has 
been concentrated on these matters, and 
we are made to feel the misery of them. 
I am delighted to think it is so but I 
deprecate the statement that things are 
getting worse and not better. My hon. 
‘friend made an allegation against the 
| Government with regard to the drafting 

of the Bill, and said it almost amounted 
| to chicanery, that the Bill was restricted 
‘to amending Part III. of the Act of 

1890. He said that precluded all chance 

of amending the other parts of the Act 

I am, unlike the hon. Gentleman, not a 
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the Bill applied to the whole of the Act 


of 1890 instead of to one Part, it would | 
not have been possible to have passed | 
any amendment on the subject of cheap , 
Every one of the other points , 
to which my hon. friend alluded are. 
dealt with by the present law, and my | 


trains. 


{COMMONS} 
great lawyer, but I may explain that if | 


hon. friend knows better than I that if | 


any landlord allows a house to become | 
can | 


insanitary, the local authorities 
compel him to put it in a sanitary 
condition, and if he will not do so, they 
‘can do the work and charge him with the 
expense. There is one proposal, I admit, 
which is not in the present Bill. The 
thon. Gentleman did not go the length of 
supporting a stipulation for setting up a 
fair ren‘ vourt, but he suggested that the 
Local Government Board might act as 
‘such a tribunal. My experience of fair 
rent courts (and I have done something 
to establish them) is that they are not 
satisfactory. They have been established 


in Ireland now for fifteen or seventeen | 


years, and nobody in Ireland is 
satisfied with them. Yet the hon. Gentle- 
man had the temerity to propose to 
the House that if it was not ready to 
accept the proposal of a fair rent court, 
that the Local Government Board should 
act in that capacity. 


Str ROBERT REID: I never sug- 
gested anything of the kind. My pro- 
posal was that if a house was insanitary, 
or overcrowded or over-rented, and the 
fact was proved to the satisfaction of 
the authorities, someone should be ap- 
pointed by the Local Government Board 
to manage the property properly and 
economically, and that the balance, after 
the payment of the expenses, should be 
paid to the landlord. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: And what is 
the net result of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s proposal? If the two first 
conditions are violated the present law 
can deal with the case. As regards the 
third, how are the Local Government 
Board to find out that a building is over- 
rented, unless by an examination of the 
rents? It practically amounts to the 
fixing of a fair rent. With regard to the 


next, the hon. Gentleman said that a 
great deal of the overcrowding is due to 
railways and workshops. By the Standing | 
Order of the House, railway companies 
are bound to provide for the people they | 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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dispossess. All I can tell you is that this 
matter is not under the Local Government 
Board. My right hon. friend on my left 
has in London the power to say to a 
railway company, “If you are going to 
clear this area there are so many people 
living on it, and before you begin the 
work of clearance you must provide for 
these people.” That is the law. The 
hon. Gentleman asks: Do they use that 
power ? 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): In 
giving evidence before the Royal Commis- 
sion on Housing, one of the witnesses 
stated that the railway companies did 
not and could not attempt to provide 
houses for the people displaced. He said 
he did not know a single case where a 
railway company had done it. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That is not so. 
There are other cases where the duty is 
placed upon the Local Government 
Board, and I myself have over and over 
again insisted that where areas were 
cleared the population should be pro- 
vided for before the work was 
proceeded with. Let me now come to 
the question of the character of the Bill 
itself. The tenor of the debate has been 
to belittle the character of the Bill. It has 
been said over and over again that the 
Bill is a small one, good so far as it goes, 
but hardly even touching the fringe of 
the question. I don’t believe that, and I 
am going to show what the Bill really 
does. I am going to quote the authority 
of one of the first men to call attention to 
this inability of the local authority to go 
outside its own area. Lord Rosebery, 
in a public speech in_ this city, 


‘called attention to this drawback, and 


suggested that legislation should take place 
upon it. More than that, the hon. and 
learned Member for South Shields said 
in opening the debate that he was not 
quite sure whether the County Council 
had correctly interpreted the law. All I 
can say with regard to that is that the 
London County Council were offered an 
area outside, and that they felt them- 


| selves precluded from taking it owing to 


the legal advice they received. That is 
quite sufficient to authorise the interven- 
tion of Parliament. What is the real 
evil here? Surely the evil is over- 
crowding and want of space. I heard the 
hon. Member for Stepney say that there 
were hundreds of acres of vacant land in 
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London. I hope it will remain vacant. 
Ido not want to see these hundreds of 
acres covered over. If there is anything 
London requires more than another it is 
breathing spaces. Although there are 
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large cities the very power that is 
wanted, and we also say that the amend- 
ment, whatever it may be possible to say 
for it in the abstract, would destroy the 
Bill. Therefore we hope that the Amend- 


Working Classes. 


vacant spaces it does not necessarily | ment will be rejected, and that the Bill 
follow that they should be crowded with | will be carried, so that the people, at all 


workmen’s houses. 


How, then, are you | events, will get a chance of going out 


to remedy the overcrowding in London? | where they will have room to live. 


Do you think yon will ever remedy it | 


by pulling down insanitary buildings, *Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
clearing insanitary areas, and erecting | have no desire to belittle the Bill in the 
upon these areas buildings which will| way complained of by the hon. Gentle- 


not house the number of people you 
dispossess ? Those unprovided for will | 
only go elsewhere and increase the 
overcrowding. Clearly it is the busi- 
ness of the local authority to get the 


people out of the crowded area into the | 


country. 
that by the law. 
power to doit. The Bill gives them the 
power, which I think is a vital power 
they ought to possess, of getting the 
people away from the crowded areas to 


You are precluded from doing | 
This Bill gives them | 


man who has just sat down ; nor have I 
heard any speech on this side of the 
House having that object. The Bill is no. 
doubt capable of doing what it is pro- 
posed to do, but what we say is that the: 
proposals are entirely and absolutely in- 
sufficient to meet the requirements of the 
situation. If I have any complaint to: 


| make at all it is that the Government has 


breathe fresh air, where they will have | 


elbow room. 
hon. Members for London, who of all men 
should be most interested in getting it 
through. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen said that two 
points had been made, that we were sim- 
ply increasing the size of London, and 
that two hours would be necessary going 
to and from the country every day. I do 
not think there are two hours involved 
in it at all. The Bill aims at giving 
the people room to live. There are, 
of course, a large number of people | 
who cannot go to the country. The 
hon. Member for East Finsbury said the 
other night that the people in his consti- 
tuency could not go out. They were | 
porters and labourers, and could not | 
afford the money to go out. But the | 
better class of workmen in these places 
would go out and leave room for those 
who are not so fortunate. This Bill does | 
not profess to be a cure for the evil en- 
tirely. I do not think any member of the 
Government would claim that. The hon. 


This Bill is belittled by | 


| relegated to a Department. 
‘the Government take it up as a first- 


Member talked glibly about going to the | 


root of this matter. The root of the matter 


is much deeper, and involves much more | ) 
‘hon. Member for East Finsbury, happily 


serious questions than are being discussed 
now. 
this. 


settles the whole question, or that any 
single Bill is likely to do it, but we 
do say 


that this Bill confers 


upon | 
{ 


The position of the Government is | 
We do not say that this Bill | 


not at all realised the importance of this: 
subject. The Secretary of the Local 
Government Board has told the House 
that the subject is beyond politicians’ 
understanding, and that the subject is. 
much bigger than the Bill. That is the- 
point, and the line taken by passing a 
temporary measure of this kind would be 
much better occupied by considering a 
more efficient and complete measure. I 
have never sought to belittle the Local 
Government Board. Or the con- 
trary, I have the greatest regard 
for it, and have always declared that 
it does its work in the most excellent 
manner. What I complain of is that this 
question, which should have been treated. 
as one of first-class importance, has been 
Why did not 


class question? The evil is a growing 
one every year. The hon. Member for East 
Finsbury this evening declared that in his. 


| judgment overcrowding was becoming less- 


acute. I do not agree with him atall. I 
was not born in London, but I have known 


it intimately for forty-three years. I lived. 


in it twenty-five years as a workman 


_ having long distances to travel to my work, 


and earning a comparatively low wage. 
Therefore I have practical experience of. 
the housing question in London, which the 


for him, is not acquainted with. He has 
never experienced it, and I venture to 
say that I do not believe his estimate of 
the situation is the true one. I believe 
that overcrowding is increasing, and, until. 
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‘we have a much larger measure than the 
one under discussion, will continue to 
increase. I have had some experience 
not only as a workman but as a member 
-of the Royal Commission of 1884 on this 
question. What was true in 1884 is 
‘true to-day, only on a much larger scale. 


The demand for living accommodation , 
has increased enormously, and the accom- 


modation has not increased. 
not compensate. 
tainly have increased in some cases, the 
increase has been nothing like in propor- 
tion to the increase in rent. Most work- 
men in London will pay at least one-fifth 
of their wages for rent. A great number 
of workmen in London, even thirty years 
back, paid one-fifth of their wages in 
rent. That would only apply to a man 
and wife without family. If a man had 
a family one-fourth was the amount for 
rent, and to-day it is undoubtedly true 
that in many cases one-imrd of their 
‘wages is paid. I am told that in 
“some extreme cases one-half of their 
yearly income is consumed by the 
rent charged. The argument based 
upon a man’s weekly earnings in 
London is a fallacy altogether. Take 
the best class of artisans. During my 


Wages will 


working years in my trade I was extremely 


fortunate. [I was accounted a fortunate 
person in the matter of employment, yet 
taking the occasional out-of-work period, 
with the deductions for holidays at various 
parts of the year, and stoppages by reason 
of the hard weather, I could not reckon on 
more than ten months income. That is 
the experience of even the most fortu- 
nate and most capable in the building 
trade in this great city. If you argue 
upon annual income and 
charge for rent by the ten months earn- 


ing you will find that in a vast number | 
of cases the rent charged is one-third of 


their income. Well, that is a monstrous 
state of things. It gives a workman no 
chance whatever to provide against old 
age, sickness, or the out-of-work 
period. Then that is not the only evil 
connected with the overcrowding of 
cities and towns. Take one of the 


next important subjects to rent in the | 


life of a working man’s family in London 
—that of domestic economy. What 
domestic economy can be practised by a 
man and woman living in one room, or 
a man and woman with three children 
living in two rooms ? 
ture has to be made under the worst 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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Although wages cer- | 


divide the. 


All their expendi- | 
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possible conditions. The extravagance is 
;enormous. It is impossible for a wise 
housewife to so lay out her scanty income 
'at the beginning of the week as to pro- 
vide for all the week, and thus enable her 
|to buy cheaper and better. That is im- 
possible for this reason: there is no 
storage for it possible in overcrowded 
tenements. It is no use purchasing 
provisions for more than two days at the 
utmost, and all the summer you cannot 
go beyond the demands and necessities of 
your family for more than twenty-four 
hours. If you do, the goods are spoiled, 
the articles purchased become unfit for 
food, and in some cases would be lost alto- 
gether by the pressure of heat. This 
renders the question of the relations 
hetween wages and house rent a very 
serious matter indeed. The less room 
there is at the disposal of a family the 
greater is the extravagance necessary in 
providing the necessaries of life. These 
are questions of the most serious nature, 
and [ contend that the evils are increas- 
ing inall their worst features. As to the 
evils of overcrowding, I have before me 
here the evidence taken by the Royal 
Commmission in 1883 and 1884, which 
reveals one of the most dreadful condi- 
tions of life it is possible to conceive, 
They have not lessened since 1884 ; they 
have increased. Drunkenness is insepar- 
able from this overcrowding of the people 
together. Disease follows upon drunken- 
ness and overcrowding, and many 
thousands of the victims born in these 
dens never grow to the full stature of 
manhood or womanhood. I was only 
recently in the children’s ward of a 
hospital in London, and I wish the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board would visit it and 
see for himself. I should like to take 
him if he would allow me the honour 
of conducting him to the place. Let 
him walk round the children’s ward 
and see the poor little mites of humanity. 
Muscle is out of the question; in many 
cases there is scarcely bone. I have seen 
_the poor little things curled up in their 
cots as though they had not a muscle or 
bone in their bodies. I saw only a few 
days back a melancholy settled upon the 
face of a dear little thing three years of 
age as though it were a century old. In 
those eyes there was no light ; in its 
body, as it were, there was no spirit, and 


| it looked an object that would move the 


heart of any man. These are the chil- 
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dren from the one-room tenements ; these | 
are the children from the overcrowded | 
There are | 
no children there belonging to the best | 
glass of working people, much less of the | 


rts of this great metropolis. 


shopkeeping and middle class. They are 
all the children of the rookeries, the dens, 
and the hateful places. How can you look 
forward to the maintenance of your great 
Empire if you are going to allow your 
population to so degenerate that they fall 
short of the stage of manhood or woman- 
hood ere they have reached twenty-one 
years of age { A more serious problem [| 
cannot think the Government could have 
to solve, and that is one of the reasons 
why I regret that the question has not 
been made a first-class question, and put 
in the forefront by the Cabinet instead of 
being relegated to a mere Departmental 
Bill, as though it was of no consequence. 
Idonot find fault with the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill. I do 
not join those who reflect upon his want 
of appreciation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man probably has given us as much as his 
Cabinet would allow him to give. He 


told us the other night that we could not 
look to the Treasury to help the housing 
movement, the demands at present being 


such that he dare not ask for 
that assistance. I regret that that is 
the condition of things in the Govern- 


ment of which he is a member, but I do} 
say that the Government should look | 


upon this important subject in its true 
light. 
generate in consequence of bad housing 
there are ill times in store for Great 
Britain and her splendid possessions be- 
yond the sea. You cannot bring your 
colonists to do work for you and live in 
these slums. Rent is the burden of life 
to the people. Work or no work, clothes 
or no clothes, the rent has to be paid. 
Schooling and food have to give way in 
order that the rent collector may be satis- 
fied, and if you are going to meet this 
question on the lines which its seriousness 
damands, you will have to bring in a 
measure of a much larger character. To 
use the words of the Secretary of the 
Local Government Board, you will have 
to go to the root of the matter, and until 
you have cone that you are merely as it 
were “ ploughing the sands,” if I may use 
a well-known phrase in politics. I was dis- 
appointed that the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board did not announce that 
some concessions would be made. I hope 
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If vou allow the population to de- | 
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we may hear something later on. I wish 
to call attention to one or two points. 
The first is the extension of the time for 
the repayment of loans by the local 
authorities and the non-charging of the 
cost of the land against the rent to be 
paid by the tenants of the municipal 
houses. If these two concessions were 
made they would greatly improve this 
measure. One other concession which 
would improve it very greatly would be 
to give the right to local authorities to 


/purchase land and hold it until it was 
‘required for building purposes. 


These 


three points would be of great value. So 


far as it is within my power to help the 


Government in passing the Bill I shall 
help them. The hon. and learned Member 
in the early part of the evening discoan- 
tenanced anything like party passion or 
party speeches in connection with the Bill. 
No one had made a party speech until he 
did so himself. Every hon. Member of 
this House who knows anything of the 
subject knows that it is so serious, 
so pressing, and so enormous in 
its extent that the last thing he would 
think of would be to endeavour to 
obtain any party capital out of a Bill of 
this kind either on the Second Reading 
or in the Committee stage. If the 
Government makes concessions on the 
three points I have alluded to the Bill 
would meet with very general approval, 
and certainly they would facilitate the 
passing of the Bill. It would lift the Bill 
up from mediocrity—I do not use the 
word in a disrespectful sense—to one at 
least of second-class importance. With 
regard to railways, I entirely approve of 
every step taken tu increase the travelling 
accommodation from the centre to the 
circumference. I cannot help thinking 
that this is a matter of very great import- 
ance. There are two sides to the question. 
The hon. and learned Member for East 
Finsbury dealt with one of them. He 
said that to take the workpeople from the 
centre to the circumference meant later 
arrival home at night and earlier departure 
in the morning. I have experienced 
all those different phases of life, and 
in my judgment the purer air, the greater 
accommodation, the Saturday afternoon, 
and the Sunday spent within the vicinity 
of a small garden, if it is possible, or near 
the fields and upon the roads, wholly com- 
pensate from the physical point of view 
for the later arrival home and the earlier 
departure in the morning. May I say 
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one additional word with regard to rail- | hon. and learned Member for Dumfries hag, 
ways? I hada very wide experience of | propounded a scheme not called a fair-rent 
London before the Underground Railway | court, but I fail to see much difference 
was made—or at any rate, there was only | between a fair-rent court and the pro- 
a very small section in existence from | cedure suggested by the hon. and learned 
Sloane Square to Westminster Bridge— | Member. There is a difference in name, 
and I have no hesitation in saying that in| but the result will be very much 
my experience there is no public work of the same. In the recommendations of 
London which has done s. much to save | the Commission, signed by the Under: 
the health and lives of the workers as our Secretary for the Home Department, 
various railway systems, particularly—ifI Cardinal Manning, Lord Carrington, and 
may mention two as being superior to the | the late Bishop of Wakefield, and myself, 
others—the Metropolitan, the District, there is a distinct and definite recom. 
and the Great Eastern. In my life I mendation of a fair-rent court— 
* es nesepreeiped _ on Se i Work S64IX) 4 It is necessary if the working classes are 
o'clock in the morning, having three, four, | to be decently housed that protection should be 
and upwards of miles to walk, wet through, | given them against extortionate rents, result- 
and work in my wet clothes until they | ing from _a monopoly of a proitionlly limited 
were dry. Thousands of other men have | S¥PPly of available land and dwellings, and an, 
A = ones | intense and increasing competition in the 
done the same. Now, for one ‘shilling @ | demand for that accommodation.” 
week you can travel all those miles which | 
we had previously to walk, and arrive at | Lord William Compton in his view of 
your employment at any rate with dry | this difficulty assents to the necessity of 
clothes. No doubt there is much over-| regulating rents by law, “but it is 
crowding, inconvenience, and other draw- | evident that this would be difficult of 
backs, but in those days, forty years| accomplishment.” Surely Her Majesty’s 
back, I should have been glad to have | Government are not going to be cowed 
been one of twenty in a compartment | and overawed by a difficulty of that sort. 
seating ten rather than do the journey | What these poor people could not do in 
on foot, and get wet through into the | 1884 ought to be easy ‘or the Govern- 
bargain. It would be difficult to estimate | ment to do in 1900. The paragraph is. 
the enormous economy as to the health of | suggestive also of other reforms. The 
the workers of London caused by the rail- | hon. Member for Mid Norfolk said some- 
ways during the last twenty or forty years; | thing about the nationalisation of land. 
railway companies do not always com-| This paragraph clearly indicates that 
mand my approval in the manner of | there is little hope of complete satisfac- 
conducting their work and treatment of | tion until municipalisation, at any rate, 
their servants, and I often vote against|of land takes place. Another curious 
them on these questions ; and therefore | phase of the housing question was sub- 
I think the Local Government Board will| mitted by Lord Shaftesbury. Lord 
do well to adjust their scheme as far as | Shaftesbury was a sensible man ; he had 
possible to the railway and tramear ac-| had fifty years experience as a philan- 
commodation. With regard to rotten | thropist, and he never used words with 
property and what should be done with| which he did not agree. He quoted this 
it, I noticed almost a shudder among | theory from a most experienced person, 
hon. Members when my hon. friend the | that if all the men in London were sud- 
Member for Stepney, in one of the best | denly to become teetotallers, those now 
speeches on the housing question I ever| living in one room would want two; 
heard, suggested fair-rent courts to deal | therefore, taking a thousand men in any 


with house property in London. I should 
have no hesitation in voting for a penal 
clause of the most severe nature in that 
connection. The Commission of 1884 
was not a revolutionary body, comprising 
as it did H.R.H. the Prince of Wales, a 
number of peers, the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, the Under Secretary for the 
Home Department, and a number of other 
important people ; and yet many of them 
were in favour of a fair-rent court. The 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


one parish so changing their habits, it 
would mean a demand for an additional 
thousand rooms, and rents would go up in 
proportion. In that argument they go 
on to show that it is a positive advantage 
and a help against overcrowding for men 
| to spend their money in drink, so that 
|they do not make a larger demand for 
house accommodation. I am fully aware 
of all the advantages under the existing 
law referred to by the President and 
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Secretary of the Local Government Board, | measure as any Members on the other 
but there are very few local authorities | side. I would like to see the Govern- 
which know of the existence of those | ment propose Amendments making such 
wers. That is the fault of the Local | substantial improvements that we on this 
Se reriment Board. I really see no ob- | side could say that we would not further 
jection whatever to the Local Govern- | discuss the Bill, but would agree to its 
ment Board sending round a codified cir- | passing through the House as quickly as 
cular—— | possible. I only regret that it is not a 
larger measure, and that Her Majesty’s 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is not the hon. | Government do not seem to appreciate 
Member aware that at the end of every the extent of the necessity for dealing 
session such a circular is sent to the local! with the question, or be aware of its 
authorities with regard to Bills passed | enormous ramifications. It is not only in 
during the session ? ' London, but in the provinces also; in 
| small urban districts and in hundreds of 
*Mr. BROADHURST: Yes; and it is | cases in the villages in our rural counties. 
like this present Bill. We have to go back | In many parts of the country the question 
and dig up from obscurity the circulars | is as ripe as in many of the towns, and I 
of years and years past to know what the | feel that this Bill will fall far short of the 
powers are. We will have to do the expectations of the people who read the 
same in the case of this Bill. The pre-| announcement that the Government 
sent measure can be understood only by | intended to deal with this housing 
lawyers. You must have a competent | question. 
town clerk. What is the use of issuing | 
this Bill to a poor remote local authority? *Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. 
Very few would understand its meaning, | George’s): As the representative of a 
and they certainly would not have the | district in London which suffers as much 
references at hand to argue out the/as, and possibly more than, any other 
question. This Bill will probably be-| from the evils of over-crowding and 
come law this session. Why should not | insanitary dwellings, I cannot refrain 
the Local Government Board at the end | from expressing my sense of profound dis- 
of the session send out a digest of all | appointment with the measure now before 
these clauses ? the House—a disappointment which I 
/might say takes me a long way towards 
THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL | that region of despair whieh has been 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPLiy, | described by the Secretary to the Local 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): It has already | Government Board as yawning before us. 
been done. |The debate which has taken place has 
| shown in a striking manner the unanimity 
*Mr. BROADHURST : I am vice-chair- | of opinion which exists as to the extreme 
man of a local authority, and I can only | urgency of this question, and we are not 
say that,so far as I am aware, it has never | limited for evidence of that unanimity 
reached that body. If it nas been done | to utterances in this House. Every party, 
there is no reason why it should not be | and the leaders of every party, in this 
done again. It is an argument in favour country have for years past paraded in 
of repeating or reprinting the circular, | their programmes and proclaimed upon 
because much of that which has been | their platforms a solemn and earnest deter- 
printed up to the time this Bill becomes! mination to deal, and to deal effectively, 
law will be obsolete and misleading with- | with this question of the housing of the 
out a further summary of the additional | working classes. A study of the election 
powers under this Bill. I hope the | addresses issued in 1895 would prove at 
Government will be able to give us some | this stage a most interesting work of 
assurance that they intend to meet the! reference on this particular question. 
demands which have been made from|} The election addresses of every one 
both sides of the House for an enlarge-/| of the Lendon Members, I think, with- 
ment of the measure. There is no party | out exception, contained references 
feeling in the question at all. Iam sure|to the matter, and emphatic were the 
Members on this side of the House will | pledges put forth as to how it 
work as heartily and as constantly to | should be dealt with in this House. With 
secure the passage of an improved | such an unanimity one would think that 
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a unique opportunity presented itself for 
effective legislation. There is no differ- 
ence of opinion among parties; it is 
admitted that it is not a party question ; 
and we have in power one of the strongest 
Governments of modern times, or, at 
least, a Government with one of the 
largest majorities of modern times. But 
we have a Bill before us which, as it seems 
to me, touches scarcely the fringe of the 
subject, and touches that fringe at the 
by no means most important point. We 


have been told to-day that the evil which | 
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London knows that whole rows. 
of houses on the east side of 





Commercial Road are to-day practical] 

depopulated of English residents. To 
deal with this question we have heard is 
an object we all have at heart. I do not. 
doubt it for a moment. What I suggest 
is that we should take that object out of 
our hearts and carry it in our hands for g 
time. At the present moment, notwith- 
standing the promises we have had, not- 
withstanding the practical unanimity of 
opinion in regard to the urgency of the 


is so intolerable is not a growing evil. No | question, it cannot be pretended that the 
one who is acquainted with East London | Bill which is now under consideration 
will share that opinion. However, it} comes even within measurable distance 
may be elsewhere in the country, or else-| of the expectations which have been 
where in the metropolis, in the East End | entertained, and reasonably entertained,, 
of London it is a growing evil, and it is| from the utterances not only of private 
an evil which owes its growth to causes} Members on both sides of the House, but. 
not difficult to explain. In the first place, | of the most prominent leaders on both 
the influx of foreigners during recent | sides. The measure which the Govern- 
years has, in some districts, practically | ment have introduced seems to me to 
resulted in driving out of the houses | keep the word of promise to our hearts, but 
the English dwellers who formerly re-! to break it to our hope. It has been said 
sided there. These foreigners who pour | it isa start. But what sort of a start? 
into our ports and settle in the East | It is a start which proposes to answer the 
End of London are not exactly paupers. | cry of the London dweller for a place to 
Some of them come over with a few shil-| live in in London with the somewhat 
lings in their pockets, and some are aided | cynical advice, “If you want to live in 
by philanthropic individuals or philan-| London go out of town, go to the 
thropic societies to make a start in| country.” It is very easy for a certain 
London. Strange as -it may seem, the class of people to live twenty miles 
start which some of these foreigners out of London, but it is not an. 
make, even before they have learned' easy thing for the docker or for 
to speak a word of our language, is the lighterman, or for the man who 
as farmers of houses in the districts of | makes his labour day by day and has to- 
Whitechapel and St. George’s-in-the- hang about hour after hour to get a job. 
East. They go down there, and for 25s. | To tell a man who has been driven out of 
or 30s. they buy the key of a house, | his dwelling by the conditions which I 
which is a _ local practice entitling | have endeavoured to describe that he may 
them to go into immediate occupation. | get a London dwelling by going twenty 
The price of the key is practically miles into the country is a mockery. It 
a premium, irrespective of the rise in| has been said it is a very healthy thing to. 
rent which takes place. The foreigner go out into the fresh air. It is a very 
goes into the house, usually with an asso- | healthy thing when you get there. But 
ciate who acts as interpreter, discharges | how is such a man to deal with the 
the English family or families residing | question of fares? It must be remem- 
there, and, living under sanitary condi-| bered that I am speaking in respect of 
tions in which no English family could | and to some extent on behalf of a class of 
live, he proceeds to make of the cellar a| men who have to go out each day to get 
workshop, of the pavement in front of the | their work for that particular day, who 
house a goods store, and of each floor in| have to depend upon the condition of 


the house a nest for any foreigner who 
wants to come in and get a dossing place. 
In that way the rents have gone up in 
the districts of Whitechapel and St. 
George’s-in-the-East from 7s. to 12s. and 
sometimes to 15s. per week, and 


anyone who is acquainted with East 


Mr. Marks. 





trade on the Thames for the price of their 
living for that particular day. Most fre- 
quently such a man starts out in the 
small hours of the morning without any 
money in his pocket, usually hungry ; he 
naturally seeks his work as near as 
possible to his dwelling. If he manages 
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to get work, to a certain extent his | dwellings in connection with the housing 
family benefit by his returning home | of the working classes; and Lord Welby, 
during the day and providing the means in his speech at the opening of the 
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for that very day’s meals, a thing which he | Boundary Street Dwellings, made a special 
certainly could not do if he lived along way | point of the importance of amending the 
from his employment. Again, there is | present regulations under which the loans 


the question of economy. 


It is obvious | required for these buildings are raised. 


that in the case of a man with a wife and | Upon these two points we have had no 
family, the fares of the family going from | satisfaction from the President of the Local 
the country to London would be a very | Government Board, and no hint of any 
important item, to say nothing of the | satisfaction from the secretary to the 


additional expense of providing meals in | Local Government Board. 


In a word, in 


different places instead of providing the | respect of the matters upon which even 
meals for the whole family at one time | the warmest supporters of the Bill have ex- 


and in one place. 
President of 


It has been said by the | pressed the opinion that facilities should be 
the Local Government | given, no satisfaction is to be had. We have 


Board, in answer to the objections which heard from the President of the Local 


have been urged against this Bill, that he 


| Government Board that in respect of the 


feared when he first introduced it that | extension of the period for the repay- 
there would be very little time for large | ment of these loans we should be putting 


measures of legislation. One can well 
understand how at that time he might 
have entertained that fear, but it must 
now have been dissipated by experierice. 
There is ample leisure for large measures 
of legislation, and that leisure might now 
be well used for the improvement and 
extension of this Bill by amendments. 
But the right hon. Gentleman holds out 
no hope whatever of such amendments, 
not even of such amendments as have 
been urged by the chief supporters of the 
Bill, as, for instance, with reference to 
the interest to be paid upon the money 
borrowed for workmen’s dwellings, or 
with reference to the currency of the loans 
raised for that purpose. I do not think 
there are two opinions upon those two 


points. Whether we go into the 
country to build workmen’s  dwel- 
lings or whether we  etay in 


london to erect them, the question of the 
financial conditions under which they are 
to be built is a question that must be 
dealt with. We have heard of the heavy 
expense of building in London as com- 


pared with the expense of building in| 


Liverpool. If that is true of London 


itself, it is equally true of the suburb | 
within ten miles of London, and, if I am | 
tightly informed, the trades union rates | 
of wages which apply in London apply 


for twenty miles around. With regard 
to the currency of the loans also, as I 
ay, there are not two opinions. At 


the recent meeting of the Association of | 
Municipal Corporations, a resolution was. 
tmanimously passed in favour of legalising | 
ans for a term of 100 years in the case | 
of land acquired for the erection of | 


an undue burden on posterity. I am not 
/one of those who regard posterity as a 
| pack horse which is capable of bearing any 
| kind of burden, but I think that posterity 
/might be expected to reap some substan- 
| tial compensation for such a small portion 
|of the burden as is proposed should 
| devolve upon them from the improved 
| moral and physical condition of the race 
| of citizens they would have to deal with. 
| We have had some very pathetic pictures 
| drawn of the physical and moral con- 
| dition of the people, the natural product 
| of the rookeries and insanitary houses 
| which exist. I do not think that any 
| description which has been given has 
| overstepped the mark; it is impossible 
to overstep the mark. The fact of the 
/case is that the crime, drunkenness, 
and degradation which are so often 
brought up as a charge against the people 
in the crowded districts of this metropolis 
ware the natural and inevitable outcome of 
the conditions under which they exist. 
In the experience of those who have 
laboured in the east end of London, and 
who know well what the habits and the 
character of the people are, it is the 
insufferable condition of their homes ; 
as compared with the  allurements, 
temptations, cheerfulness, and warmth 
of the neighbouring public-houses, that 
are responsible for a great amount, if 
not the chief amount, of the intem- 
perance which prevails amongst them. 
I do think these are considerations which 
ought to weigh with the House. I 
think that the interests of this generation 
and the generation which will imme- 
diately follow it ought to have as 
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much weight as considerations for! *Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright. 
a remote posterity. We are told | side): The House has listened with very 


that there are already existing powers 
to deal with some of the evils which 
have been referred to. These powers 
are heard of a great deal upon occa- 
sions like this, but they are not much 
in evidence at any other time. We have 
heard that the vestries have wide powers 
conferred upon them—yes, but they 
are only powers to destroy and not to 


build up ; powers to close bad dwellings, | 
not | 
surprisinz, therefore, if the vestries hesitate | 


not to supply good ones. It is 
to give effect to the powers they have 
when they know that, under existing 
circumstances, the only result of pulling 
down or closing insanitary dwellings 
will be to drive out into the streets the 
people who live in them. Until you facili- 


tate the raising of funds for the provision | 


of the additional buildings required, and 
increase the powers of the local authorities | 
in that respect, it is scarcely to be expected 
that their efforts to deal with this evil will 
takeany definite shape. Wedo not require, 
in order to deal with this question, the 
provision of houses twenty miles away. 
The remedy you want first is to abolish | 
the present system of compensation, which | 
really offers a premium for the creation | 


and maintenance of insanitary dwellings. | 
What is needed is to make it more | 
profitable to keep decent dwellings than | 
rookeries and slums; and next to) 
facilitate in every way the erection of | 
new buildings. If these points are 
dealt with you will be dealing with | 
the evil at the right end. I[ am 
far from saying that titis Bill is an 
entirely useless one. On the contrary, 
I think there are conditions under which 
it may become useful and mitigate some 
of the evils of overcrowding ; but it does 
not touch the chief evil which requires | 
immediate treatment. It is impossible to | 
believe that it is the best Bill on the 
subject that the combined intelligence, 
experience and earnestness of the Govern- 
ment could produce. It looks like a 
merely formal compliance with a public 
demand which men of all parties are 


_ considerable interest to the speech of the 
hon. Member for St. George’s-in-the. 
East, who represents one of the districts 

_in London which is peculiarly and badly 

| affected by the great evils of overcrowd- 
ing and bad housing. I feel sure that he 
has voiced the feelings of a large number 
of Members on both sides of the House— 

| certainly of the majority of Members on 
this side—when he said that this Bill, 
which attempts to deal with a problem 
which is generally admitted to be one of 
the most acute problems of the day, 
| affecting, as it does, the lives not only of 
| the present generation, but of generations 
| to come, is a feeble and quite inadequate 
| effort. I have heard constantly during 
| this debate hon. Members say that, at any 
rate, this Bill is a step in the right direc- 
tion, that it is an instalment of the 
reform which we all admit is urgently 
required. 


Attention drawn to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
Cork, Mid). House counted, and _ forty 
Members being found present, 


*Mr. MADDISON (continuing) : I was 


| attempting to show that the hon. Mem- 


ber for St. George’s-in-the-East, when 
he very clearly pointed out the 
terrible evils which result from bad 
housing, was justified in saying that 
the Bill now before the House was a very 
feeble attempt to grapple with these evils. 
Many hon. Members have said that this is 


'an instalment of reform, but I want to 


know how it is when the Government 
have a majority of 140, and when they 
have had the additional advantage of the 
unanimous support of the Opposition in 
carrying out good legislation during the 
present Parliament, and when all profess 
to be desirous of dealing with this matter, 
they have brought in a Bill which I think 
they will admit is the very minimum of 
reform. To give us less they could 
hardly have got any draughtsman to 
frame the Bill. The measure only deals 
really with one phase of this question, 





pledged to deal with, and which no 
Government could afford to 
altogether. I do feel that I should 
be failing in my duty if I did not 


express my profound dissatisfaction with 

what I cannot but regard as an utterly | 

inadequate measure. 
| 


Mr. Marks. 


ignore | 


which I will not attempt to deny is an 
‘important phase. It will afford a remedy 
in certain cases, but the peculiarity of the 
housing problem is that it is many sided, 
and that it presents various difficulties 
which no one remedy can solve. The 
First Lord of the Treasury made speeches 
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during his election on this housing ques- 
tion, and I remember myself hearing him 

k in characteristically eloquent terms 
ofthe awful evils of overcrowding, and he 
declared that it was one of those ques- 
tions which awaited the attention and 
treatment of high statesmanship. Surely 
the First Lord of the Treasury can- 
not be very proud of this so-called 
instalment. There is one class of ques- 
tion in this House which we hardly ever 
treat by instalments, and that is when 
we are increasing our naval and military 
expenditure. Then we have thorough 
measures brought before us, and the 
amount of money is not considered. -But 
when it is a question of looking after the 
interests not of the Outlanders who find 
their way to Park Lane, but of the 
miserable outlanders who live in your 
mighty city, but have no part or lot in 
your greatness and in your wealth, the 
position is different. I admit great pro- 
gress has been made during the last fifty 
years. Ithink to pretend that we are not 
better off than we were fifty years ago is 
either to show deplorable ignorance or 
else to have some rather perverted notions 
of accuracy. But nevertheless it is a 
fact, and a sad fact, of our present day 
life that while the vast majority of the 
people have grown more prosperous, and 
are in every way in a better position 
than they were fifty years ago, there is a 
section of the community which, having 
regard to the greater general prosperity 
and the higher standard of conditions, is 
actually worse off than it was fifty years 
ago. If that be true, it is a very serious 
thing, which, I think, deserves the special 
attention of Parliament. Any workman 
earning £2 a week in London, or 30s. or 35s. 
ina provincial town, has no necessity to 
live in a slum, but there are men in 
London who only earn less than £50 a year, 
such as dockers and others a little grade 
above them, and they have to live under 
conditions which are practically a disgrace 
toour so-called civilisation. I quite agree, 
and I would be the last to depart from it, 
that we do not want to make the miseries 
of the people a party matter or to make a 
catspaw of them. Pictures have been 
drawn and figures have been given which 
have gone straight to the hearts not only 
of hon. Members, but of the country, 
teyarding the awful condition under 
which many people in London live, and I 
think we are all indebted to the hon. 
Member for Stepney, who, coming 
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| straight from the heart of the metropolis, 
‘told us with all the freshness of his 
| sympathy and knowledge how the poor 
live in this London of ours. I had 
| brought before my notice the other day 
| by a most responsible man a state of 
| affairs which exists not more than fifteen 
| minutes walk from the Houses of Parlia- 
‘ment. In the Strand Division there is 
one room where ten men and women live 
and work and sleep, and for that room 
they pay £1 per week. I hope the House 
|will not think I am drawing on my 
imagination, because I believe I can pro- 
duce incontrovertible evidence of the 
truth of what I am saying. This is nota 
| solitary instance ; it is an example of the 
‘evils we are trying to deal with. 
It may be, perhaps, an extreme 
example, but for all that a representative 
case of what is happening in the midst of 
this London of ours. How can the people 
who live and work under such conditions 
possibly observe the ordinary: decencies of 
life? A very eminent Baptist minister, 
the pastor of the Shoreditch Tabernacle, 
who has worked for many long years 
zealously and faithfully striving to 
‘ameliorate the condition of the people 
around him, told the Baptist Union only a 
few days ago that he had very few people 
| in his congregation who lived in a house of 
their own,.and that a large number of 
‘these people, trying to live godly, 
temperate, and moral lives, had to live 
‘practically in two rooms. When one 
remembers that this is the fact the only 
wonder is that the people manage to be 
/as moral as they are. Our refined civili- 
sation having compelled these people to 
live in the slums, then plants as many 
_public-houses as it possibly can in the 
neighbourhood. It poisons the people in 
their own homes, and when they escape 
‘from their homes it poisons them in the 
public-houses, and the worse the slum is 
the more drink-shops there are placed in 
it. I noticed recently that the housing 
problem has received some attention and 
sympathy from a certain type of people 
who have found out that our slums do not 
breed good soldiers, and having found 
'that out they have tried to awaken a 
considerable amount of interest ir this 
question, because in these days of so- 
called Imperialism it seems to be sufficient 
to prove your case if you can show that 
the material for powder will in any way 
decrease. I admit that if that were the 
| only indictment against the slums I would 
j 
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pray very fervently for the slums to con- 
tinue. ‘There is a much more economical 
use for a human being than this. I say, 
no matter what other questions may 
occupy our attention, not one of them 
deserves more thorough treatment and 
more careful attention than the one we 
are now discussing, but, unfortunately, 
the discussion for all practical purposes, 
as far as the Bill is concerned, is so 
narrow and cramped and confined as to 
barely touch, as the hon. Member for 
St. George’s-in-the-East said, the fringe of 
this great question. This is not merely 
a London question. I happen to live in 
London, but I have sufficient provincialism 
about me to be able toremind myself and 
others that London is not England. The 
question is unfortunately applicable more 
or less to all parts of the country. In 
some of the rural villages, where every- 
thing is beautiful, and where we expect 
people to have fresh air, we have some 
of the worst cases of insanitation and 
even of overcrowding. The Bishop of 
Durham, than whom there is no closer 
student of social questions, speaking at a 
conference recently, said that in Sun- 
derland two groups of houses were ex- 
amined. 
rooms with sixty-four persons, the largest 
number of persons in any one room being 
seven. I have been in Sunderland myself, 
and without any exhaustive knowledge of 
it, it never struck me as being below the 
average of towns, and yet the Bishop and 
those working with him found such a con- 
dition of things. The other group had 
sixty-two occupied rooms, with 166 per- 
sons, the largest number of persons in one 
room being six. The bishop also said 
that he had occasion to make enquiries in 
one of the colliery villages, and in one 
case found a man and his wife and five 
children living and sleeping in a single 
room, and in another case a man, his wife, 
three children, and three male lodgers 
living in a two-roomed cottage. These 
cases could be multiplied without diffi- 
culty. Here weare at the very close of 
the nineteenth century, with all the 
marvellous indications of the nation’s 
wealth and prosperity, and yet we are 
allowing human beings, the most precious 
asset a nation can have and without 
which it would become derelict, to be 
treated in a way that no farmer who 
knows his business would allow his stock 
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One contained twenty-three | 
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you surround them with favourable 
environments because you have found out 
that is the only way that healthy animals 
can be raised. The same law, subject of 
course to the differences between the 
human and the animal, exists with 
respect to the human being. And 
yet we allow this state of affairs 
|to exist, which makes it almost 
impossible for a girl to preserve her 
‘purity, or for children to grow up 
|into strong, robust, physically fit men, 
| which they should, if we are to hold our 
‘own in the great competition, not of the 
| barrack-room but of the workshop, where 
| finally the fate of England will be decided, 
If that is so, then surely we have aright to 
| demand, and a right to complain because 
‘that demand has not been satisfied, a 
really thorough drastic treatment of this 
question. As I have already tried to 
indicate, it is a many sided question | 
do not wish to occupy the time of the 
House at any length, but we must look 
at one or two of these points. In the 
first place, the Bill asks to allow 
corporations to buy land outside their 
area upon which workmen’s dwellings 
|can be placed. Well, I say frankly that 
in many cases this wil! be a real relief 
and will solve to a limited extent this 
most acute problem. But at the same 
time—and this applies particularly to 
London and the very large towns, and 
the hon. Member for St. George in the 
East rightly emphasised it—there area 
large number of people who have not 
shared in the late great tide of prosperity, 
and the increased comfort which followed 
| that prosperity. It is no good talking to 
ithe very poorest of the people and asking 
‘them to go any distance at all practically 
|from their work. There are people, not 
only the dockers, who have tidal work 
| which obviously and necessarily prevents 
them from going any distance, who cannot 
live far from their work. A short distance 
from this House, in the Strand division, 
there are a large number of men—shoe- 
makers, tailors, and other tradesmen who 
work for West-end houses. I want hon. 
Members to bear in mind—they may get 
some comfort from it—that Canon Kings- 
ley long ago startled Belgravia when he 
told them where their coats were being 
made. Now their coats are being made 
in exactly the same places still. In this 
part of London, you have skilled men in 











to be treated. When you are dealing | that trade, and there are employers who 
with animals, you breed scientifically and 
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‘tell them that if they remove any great 
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‘distance from their shops they cannot 


guarantee to give them work. The 
reason is obvious. They want them 
within easy call in case of misfit, or 
in case of a special order which may be 
wanted very quickly. There is no part of 
London so trying to tradesmen, so 
¢apricious in its fashions, and so exacting 
in their orders as the West End ; and that 
makes it very difficult both for the em- 
loyers and the men to please them. 
iiace the employers say that if the men 
remove to any distance they cannot 
guarantee them work. It may be argued 
that the men dependent on work on these 
terms are paid a good rate of wages. 
Granted ; but a mere hint from their em- 
ployers is sufficient to glue them to the 
spot. They cannot go away ; their living 
depends upon their work. Their chil- 
dren and their wives around them are an 
invincible argument against their re- 
moving. 


Me. T. W. 
remedy ! 


RUSSELL: What is the 


*Mr. MADDISON : I am always very 
modest ; and it is rather for the hon. 
Member who receives, not a sufficientsalary 
for his merits, but still a salary, to pro- 
vide a remedy. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board who has just come in, 
will be able to find aremedy. He would 
be jealous of his Department. But I 
was going on to say that this Bill does 
nothing for these people ; it does not help 
them one bit; it does no good to them, 
and yet they form, in the aggregate, 
thousands of first-class workmen in London. 
They are not allowed to profit from their 
good wages, and the same evil applies to 
them as to the poorest population in the 
East End. Well, the hon. Gentleman 
asked me what is the remedy. 
one, but, of course, I shall not fill in many 
details, and only put it in a Second Read- 
ing kind of form, affirming the principle. 


The remedy is that mentioned by my | 


hon. friend the Member for Stepney, 
and endorsed by the hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries. It is neither more 
nor less than a question of rent. [An 
Hoy. Memper: Oh!] Exactly; I 
quite understand that this is an appalling 
problem to try to solve. I do not deny 
that in the least; but it is not more 
appalling than the evils to which it gives 
nse. Therighthon. Gentleman must not be 
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'exact words of the hon. 
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too readily appalled. He is a statesman ; 
and statesmen ought not to be appalled at 
anything. Well, I know the case of a 
very intelligent artisan working on similar 
terms tv those to which I have referred. 
He has been paying £70 of rent, and that 
was raised the other day to £150. [An 
Hon. MEMBER: Oh!] Yes; this is no 
exaggeration. Chapter and verse can be 
given for it, and if it is seriously ques- 
tioned I have no doubt the man would 
allow me to give his name and address. 
{An Hon. MemBer: Nobody does.] 
All Members are not so charitable 
as my hon. friend. Now what is this 
man to do? He cannot move away. I 
said to him when he spoke to me, ‘‘ Why 
do you pay such a rent?” He looked at 
me with sorrowful astonishment and said, 
“ T cannot get my living in any other part 
of London. I work for a special trade and if 
I leave this district I am industrially 
stranded. I am practically and hope- 
lessly strung.” Now, and J put this 
seriously to the President of the Local 
Government Board, why should you not 
attempt to grapple with this question of 
excessive rents? Is it freedom of con- 
tract which stands in the way ? 





Mr. CHAPLIN: The right hon. 
Gentleman on the front Opposition bench 
confessed that the establishment of fair 
rents in towns was utterly impracticable. 


*Mr. MADDISON: It is quite a new 
doctrine that a Minister should take his 
cue from a Leader of the Opposition. 
But I am willing to strike a bargain with 
the right hon. Gentleman. If he will 
i agree generally with this Leader of the 
| Opposition, I will drop rent courts and 
| get something even more substantial. 
But if the right hon: Gentleman will 
allow me to say so, he has not correctly 
stated what the hon. and_ learned 
Gentleman the Member for Dumfries 
said. I quite agree that he quoted the 
and learned 
Member for Dumfries, but not all of 
them ; because the hon. Gentleman went 
on to point out—I did not agree with 
him ; I know itis high treason to dis- 
agree with one’s leaders, but on this side 
ot the House we do disagree occasionally 
with them although such disagreement is 
not quite confined to this side of the 
House — my hon. friend went on to 
point out that the machinery of the rent 
courts was very defective and could only 
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do good to the legal profession. I am | 
prepared to say that if it is to do any 
good to the legal profession, that is suffi- 
cient to condemn it, and I should abandon 
it at once. But he went on to propose a still 
more drastic remedy. What I contend 
for is that if you are going to deal with 
this question at all, if you are going to 
relieve the terrible situation at all, if you 
are going to deal with those inhuman 
sharks, who, in the most voracious and 
cruel manner, tackle their victims just at 
the moment of their greatest necessity, 


MONS} 
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rent is increased not because the house 
is better, or because more rooms have 
been added to it. On the contrary, the 
house is becoming more dilapidated and 


488 


the comfort is less. Increased rent is 
demanded and paid because there are 
more people, and because there is more 
industry and toil. I do not hesitate to 
say that the root trouble is lower down 
than hon. and right hon. Gentlemen con- 
fess ; and it seems absolutely hopeless to 
appeal to them in the matter. This is a 
question of landlordism and of land 





you should do it ina different manner than 
that provided in this Bill. London has 
grown; it has become overcrowded with 


monopoly. You have in this great 


| crowded city comparatively a handful of 
/men who have a monopoly in the land— 


men, and the owners of land, who have | that is to say, they have their hand upon 
done nothing in the slightest degree to | that which is absolutely essential to life. 
make it more prosperous or to bearthe bur- They are remorseless; they exact 
den of taxation, exact their blood tax from their toll, irrespective of the condi- 
the wretched workers. Hon. Members are | tions of those who have to pay it. 
afraid of the old bogey of “freedom of As owners of the land they contribute 
contract.” It would be so wrong to say | practically nothing to the common burden, 
to the landlords, “ You shall not havethe |Our municipalities are constantly con- 
rent which the necessities of the people | fronted with the great trouble of increas- 
would enable them to get.” | ing rates, and that is the question always. 

_ | advanced when reform is proposed. As 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The hon. |a result of land monoply you resort to all 
Gentleman was not in his place when I| kinds of expedients. You build model 
dealt with the question of fair-rent courts. | dwellings. Model dwellings! I cannot, 


I dealt with actual experience of fair- | 
rent courts in Ireland, and I say from 
personal knowledge that no landlord or 
tenant in this country would be satisfied 
with the system here. 


*Mr. MADDISON: The hon. Member, 
of course, belongs to the wing of the party 
opposite that has not been frightened 
with the bogey of “freedom of contract ” 
so much as some of his colleagues. He 
is not yet a good sound Tory. He 
is a Liberal Un:onist, and therefore there 
is a remnant of the old principle left. 
There are some on these benches, how- 
ever, who never had any principle in 
this matter, except the very high and de- 
termined principle of never learning any- 
thing at all. All I can say is, that if you 
do not deal with excessive rents, you are 
leaving one of the most important aspects 
of the problem absolutely untouched. 
Sarely it is not ouside the ingenuity of 
man to deal with it, and I venture to say 
that ultimately, unless you find relief in 
other directions, it will be dealt with. 
This is a demand for the right to live, for 
mere existence, and to possess a roof 
covering at such a rent as a man can pos- 
sibly pay. Under the present system the 


conceive how you came to give them that. 
name. You build houses ten and twelve 
storeys high, which are always crowded 
with people. It is not only the physical 
degradation that goes on. There are vast 
masses of people in London who are never: 
alone. They never sleep in one room 
alone, but are always crowded together. 
Now, we know that for mental and moral 
strength, a man wants sometimes to be 
alone. And all this because we allow 
private property in space or land, which 
is not a luxury, but an absolute necessity, 
and because no attempt is made to touch 
it by taxation or any other means, and 
because when a corporation tries to buy 
land it is fleeced and robbed. The 
moment it is known that the land is 
wanted the price goes up by leaps and 
bounds. Although there are arbitration 
clauses, and all that sort of thing, the 
arbitrators have to take into account what 
they call the business tenure of the land. 
I submit that when dealing with the lives 
of people you must not take a high busi- 
ness line. These landlords have a duty 
to discharge to the community, but 
instead of that they have got a great 
deal out of the community, and have 
created the very evils from which we suffer. 





Mr. Maddison. 
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The time has come when they must not; *Mr. ABEL H. SMITH (Christchurch) : 
be allowed any longer to make extra profit |The evils which have been spoken of by 
out of a public necessity—not for some | the hon. Member who has just sat down 
sentimental purpose, but in order that | have been admitted on all sides of the 


we may be a strong people morally, 
mentally, and physically. I can only say 
jn conclusion, that while, of course, I am 
not going to refuse this small instalment, 
and have no intention of voting against 
the Second Reading of the Bill, I want 
to tell Ministers opposite that they have 
not satisfied the demand of the country 
for drastic reform, and that this Bill in no 
way fulfils the lavish promises which they 
made at the last General Election, and 
which are on record. A couple of sessions 

0 they passed a Small Houses Act. 
What has that done ? 
It does not touch the people for whom we 
ought to have primary consideration. It 
gave 4 per cent. less interest than building 
societies, but with endless disadvantages ; 
and now Ministers come along with 
another Bill, which, although they admit 
the serious gravity of the question, does 


as little as ingenuity can devise to deal | 


with it. I say, on behalf of hundreds of 


thousands of workmen, that the Govern- | 
cottages in the rural districts which have 


ment, with their huge battalions behind 
them, had a great chance which they 


ought to have availed themselves of ; but , 


they have missed it. This Bill is a mere 
instalment, a short step in advance, but 
isnot to be taken, so far as I am concerned, 
asa fulfilment of their election pledges. 


Their condemnation is all the greater 
‘rural districts—we have to work under: 


because, as every speech has shown, the 


Opposition have been desirous to help 


them. Every leader on this side of the 
House has approved of the principle of 
the Bill, so far as it goes, but has said 
plainly—or if they did not say it, I take 
the liberty of saying it—that it plays with 
a great question. 
disappointed with the Bill, and I believe 
that the great masses of the people of the 
country will be equally disappointed that 
this Government, which can at a word 
commandeer millions of money for killing 
in South Africa—there is quite a passion 


for killing in the House, because we are , 


all such good patriots. The Opposi- 
tion has given a free hand to the 
Government on this great housing pro- 
blem, and has asked for some generosity 
for the downtrodden outeasts of our land, 
for the Uitlanders who have the misfor- 


What can it do?! 


I repeat I am woefully | 


' House, but he and others who have taken 
part in the debate have been modest 
'in suggesting remedies. 
‘at any 
| proposed which 
| acknowledged at the present time to be 


I have failed,. 
any remedy 
be generally 


to hear 
could 


rate, 


in any way practicable. The hon. Member 
for Leicester, who made an_ eloquent 


speech, came to the conclusion that the 


one thing wanted was for my right hon. 


friend the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board to issue another circular. We 
all know that the Orders issued by the 
Local Government Board command great 
attention at the hands of local authorities ;, 
but I hardly think that, however weighty 
such a circular would be, it could effect any 
considerable cure for those evils of which 
we have heard so much. Regret has 
been expressed that more attention has. 
not been given to the housing problem in 
rural districts ; but I would like to draw 
attention to the rural side of the question.. 
It seems almost absurd to talk about 


only two bedrooms, and the water supply 
not up to the mark, when we consider: 
the hideous evils which exist in London 
and other great cities, and hear of 17 to. 
20 persons living in one room. Of 
course—and I speak from some practical 
experience of local government in the 


very different conditions there from those- 
that prevail in great cities, and we have 
difficulties and anxieties of our own.. 
In the first place, we have a very 
low rateable value to work upon,, 
whereas in great cities you have a very 
high rateable value. On the other 
hand we have plenty of space, whereas 
the great difficulty in London is the 
impossibility of finding room for the 
erection of more dwellings for the work- 
ing classes. I would remark, in passing,. 


that I am very hopeful that this Bill will 


find a solution of that difficulty. The 
rural district councils have, as I have said,. 
a very low rateable value to work upon,,. 
and many difficulties to meet. If the water: 
supply and sanitation were thoroughly 
dealt with we would lay as much debt on 
the ratepayers as they could bear. Even 


tune to speak English ; but the only | now it is very difficult in some poor rural 
result is this miserable, insufficient, and | districts to provide for the bare necessaries. 


niggling Bill. 





of life. The great difficulty in dealing, 
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with the housing problem in the country 
district is that the authorities may issue 
notices to the owners or closing orders, 
but the people always give one answer, 
“« Where are we to go to? There are no 
vacant houses in the district. If you 
turn us out we shall have to go to the 
workhouse.” And that is what very fre- 
quently happens. With one remark 
made by the last speaker I agree to a 


certain extent, although I do not 
draw the same conclusion. He said 
that this is a  landlord’s question. 


In the rural districts you have people 
who are much more directly responsible 
for the housing of the working classes than 
any person in any great town. It must 
be obvious to anybody who considers this 
matter that the man who is directly re- 
‘sponsible for the housing of the labourer 
in a rural district is the man upon whose 
land the labourer works. It is perfectly 


well known that, under the present con- , 
ditions, no one would embark upon build- | 


ing cottages ina purely agricultural dis- 
trict as a commercial speculation. It 
would not pay. Therefore, in order that 
the land may be cultivated, the owner of 
the land is the man who has to provide 
sufficient cottages; otherwise the land 
will go out of cultivation. I am of 
opinion that these Acts operate in a 
wrong direction. The direction to which 
they tend is the municipalisation of cot- 
tages, and the local authority represent- 
ing the ratepayers will become the 
owner of cottage-property. That, I 
think, is a mistake. What we ought to 
do, and I should like to see the Act 
amended in that way, is to give power to 
the local authorities to put pressure on 


the owners of the land to provide sufficient | 


cottages forthelabourers who cultivate the 


land. The great difficulty, to my mind, is | 


that it is not so much a question of 
amending or improving the law as it is of 
devising some means by which the present 
statutes should be put into force. The 
Act of 1890 is extremely complicated, but 
-anyone who has studied it must admit that 


the powers given to local authorities , 


under that Act are very strong indeed. 
But it is the same in the country as in the 
towns; you find it is impossible under 
present conditions for local authorities to 


put the provisions of the Act in force | 


without great risk, if not the certainty, 
of creating a greater evil than that which 
they seek to cure. The question is not 


so much what drastic remedies are to be 
Mr. Abel H. Smith. 
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| found, but whether the Bill as introduced 
| by the right hon. Gentleman is a step in 
| the right direction, and whether it will 
| in any degree tend to cure the evil which 
we all lament. No doubt one great 
difference as regards London will be over- 
|come, but many of us regret that this 
_ Bill is not a larger measure. I wish the 
, Government had seen their way to intro- 
| duce a more comprehensive Bill, although, 
/of course, we must admit the wisdom 
of the Government in only introducing 

such a measure as they can pass into law 
| during the present session. No doubt it 
| will considerably improve the law, but I 
hope that Amendments may be intro- 
| duced in the Committee stage which will 
| widen its scope. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
| I am anxious to take part in this debate 
because for many years past I have 
brought this question before the House 
in connection with the question of the 
living wage of those working in Govern- 
‘ment employment. In that connection, 
in dealing with this question, the First 
Lord of the Admiralty had the audacity 
to urge as an argument for not granting 
my request, that it was his experience 
that if the men’s wages were increased the 
increase did not go into the pockets of 
the men themselves but into those of the 
house sweaters. Yet he is a member of the 
Government which now comes forward 
with a Bill which barely nibbles at the 
fringe of this great question, and which 
does so by a single clause which enables 
local authorities to go outside their own 
particular area to purchase land uncer the 
Land Clauses Act of 1845, which compe!s 
them to buy land at full value and pay 

10 per cent. compensation. I will not 
dwell upon the magnitude of the question 
or its effect upon the physical, mental, 
and moral condition of the people, because 
it has been painted both in the House 
and on public platforms in the most 
lurid colours. It affects the well being 
of hundreds of thousands throughont the 
country. Some reference has been made 
to our soldiers, but it is well known 
that it is not the stunted humanity 
bred in the London slums who are likely 
to follow the great Imperial policy, nor 
are they fit to be progenitors of the race 
of this great Empire. Fifteen years ago 
, a Royal Commission sat on this question, 
| and since that time the evil has become 
greatly aggravated with appalling 


' 
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rapidity. Nearly one-third of the London 


pulation live in an unsanitary state. 
One-tenth live over three in a room, and 
33 per cent. of the entire population live 
two or more inaroom. In other words, 
their home is the fraction of a room. It is 
urged that things have improved because 
the London County Council, forsooth, 
have spent £2,000,000 in ten years. That 
js a mere drop in the ocean when we 
remember that in the last ten years our 
population has been increasing at the rate 
of 40,000 per year, and at the present 
moment it is increasing by 50,000 a year. 
Everything that has been done by the) 
County Council has been done at the | 
expense of an extra tax upon the rates. 
You relieve the poor living in the slums 
at the expense of the thrifty working 
man, who is only a little better off. It is 
like taking the saddle from a horse with 
asore back and putting it on one which 
is only slightly galled. Speaking from 
my own experience, I say this evil is 
infinitely worse than it was fifteen years | 
ago, when I first became connected with 
the parish of Newington. It was a 
common thing then to see houses to let, 
and working men could get a house 
at a reasonable rent. Now as soon as 
it is known that a house will be to let, 
dozens of applicants apply, and rents have 
gone up in consequence. Something was | 
said by the hon. Member for East Finsbury 
in favour of model dwellings. I say the 
lower floors of such places are absolute | 
death traps to infantile life; and when you | 
reach the upper floors, what is the result ? 
The wife of the working man has to drag 
the food up all these flights and stairs, 
and when she goes to market must take 
her infant with her, and the consequence 
is she is worn out. Model dwellings may 
be convenient for single men or men with- 
out families ; but the idea of packing our 
population one on top of another will 
only perpetuate the evil. Look at Paris. | 
We know it is impossible for a working 
man there to rear his offspring in the | 
town, and those they do rear they rear 
by sending them into the country ; but 
they are not the men who made the 
greatness of France. The fact is, that 
these dwellings built up in this way are 
for the most part forcing houses for 
phthisis. I am not speaking now of one 
of the worst districts. In Newington the 
population is only 191 to the acre, and 
only nine to a house. It has four and a half 
acres of open space, and the infant death | 
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| go outside their own area. 


| men. 
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| rate is 170. What has taken place there ? 
| Pressure outwards by the replacing of 
the cottages and houses and insanitary 
dwellings by huge warehouses and 
factories. But there is a remedy for 
that. That is caused by the concentra- 
tion of industries, owing to the fact that 
where slum land is easily bought up a 
manufacturer plants his factory there in 
the midst of a teeming population, where 
he may obtain cheap labour. I say he 
ought to be forced to take his factory 
elsewhere. They obtain the labour of 
unfortunate young girls in their teens at 
sweating wages, and those are the women 
who crowd our hospitals when they ought 





‘to be in the prime of life, and our 


cemeteries before they reach middle 
age. We find that when people can 


/remove from such conditions things at 
/onceimprove. When oneof my constituents 


removed from Newington to Battersea he 
came into a place where the death rate 
was nineteen as against twenty-three 
per thousand. The Government say that 
that is what they are doing by this Bill, 
which is to enable the local authorities to 
Yes, but they 


give them no assistance to do so. They 


_ give the power but no funds with which 


to carry out the operation. Whitelegge, 
in his admirable work on hygiene and 
and public health, points out, by means of 
Dr. Ogle’s table, that immediately the 
population rises over 400 per square mile 
the death rate begins to increase. In order 
to carry out this Bill it is necessary to 
follow on with the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for South Shields. The 
President of the Local Government Board, 
either wilfully or otherwise, misunder- 
stood my hon. friend’s contention, and 
said the Local Government Board had 


| power to compel the railway companies to 


give further facilities, but no power to 
compel them to furnish communication to 
a colony which is being built for working 
What we want is that where the 
County Council has power to acquire land, 


‘and they buy land at a suitable place, 


they shall have power to compel the rail- 
way to furnish communication, so that as 


' soon as the houses are built that colony 
shall be brought into communication with 


the centre. We have had no reply to the 
proposal to extend the time of repayment 
to from eighty toa hundred years, instead 
of being restricted from forty to sixty 
years. It is admitted that anything over 
a hundred years would be too long, but 
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all local authorities are agreed that sixty | sider that his argument is a powerful one, 
years is not sufficient. The hon. Member | The President of the Local Government 
for Hoxton suggested that the landlord | Board said a more comprehensive mea- 
should see that the covenants in his lease sure would not have a chance of passing 
were kept; but landlords are only human, this session, and we are given this 
and I do not think you can force them to wretched measure because the Govern. 
see that the leaseholder acts up to the ment would not take time by the forelock 
covenants of the lease. It is nothing to and deal with what all admit is a very 
him ; he gets his rack rent whether the grave question at an earlier period. At 
house is sanitary or not. Then as a last the eleventh hour they throw us this 
resource it is suggested that the wretched fragment of a Bill. So long as 
County Council should do it; but a_/ the land is allowed to remain in the hands 
landlord would not permit that. of a limited number of individuals who 
Then it was suggested that the land ‘are allowed to enrich themselves and prey 
purchased should be regarded as an_/ on the poverty of the community, so lon; 
asset in order to avoid the necessity of a will this state of things continue, until 
sinking fund. That proposal the right they are forced to give back some small 
hon. Gentleman promised to consider, | fraction of the unearned increment, which 
and that is all he has given us. Although | fairly belongs to the people. With regard 
on nearly every side the Bill has been to the suggestion to place upon land values 
pronounced inadequate, no attempt has taxation sufficient to carry out this 
been made to grapple with the question. | scheme, I think that is a fair proposition. 
The right hon. Gentleman stated that the The ground values between 1881 and 
Act of 1890 could not be or was not put | 1891 have improved in value by some 
into operation on account of the cost ; but | £6,000,000 and £7,000,000 ; and while 
he did not show that any steps were taken 4 the working man has been over-rated and 
to minimise the cost. But the reason always had a house famine before him, 
why the Act of 1890 has not been put | the landowners who have come into that 
into force is because it is permissive, | amount havenot been asked tocontributea 
instead of being compulsory. The right | farthing to remedying this state of things. 
hon. Gentleman pointed at the great|In my opinion what you require to 
powers conferred on local authorities! do is this: you must put a snmiall tax 
under five different Acts. But how are | on land values, you must give power 
those powers to be put into operation? to get suitable land, and you must 
Four individuals living in the vicinity of | enable local authorities to buy it at the 
an insanitary house can put them into assessable value. You must extend the 
force, but they dare not, lest they also, period over which the loan is to be 
may be turned into the street because repaid, and you must reduce the rate of 
their own houses are insanitary. Twelve | interest on that loan. 

householders can take the matter into | 

their own hands ; but the householders do Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What is meant 
not live in these districts, and those who. by the assessable value ? 

do have quite enough to do to keep the | 
wolf from the door, and have no means' CapTaiIN NORTON: The hon. Gentle- 
to fight local bodies. The Amendment man knows better than I do what the 
has been strongly supported on both sides assessable value is. It is the value at 
of the House, and I am anxious to see which an owner is assessed for rates. 
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how the right hon. Gentleman will 
receive it. The hon. Member for Nor- 
wich sought to prove that nothing 


could be done, and that this evil, like 


sea-sickness, must go on, whilst another 


hon. Gentleman said that this Bill | 


would merely encourage municipal bodies 
to engage in building speculations. But 
he did not tell us why they should not do 
so, further than to let us understand that 
he was engaged in some such operations. 
Between the lines of his speech we read 
the word “competition,” and we do not con- 


Captain Norton. 


Even then that will not solve the ques- 
tion. You must, in addition, carry out 
what is recommended in the Amendment 
of my hon. friend, and you must give 
cheap and rapid transit to the localities 
where you are going to build. It is 
jelearly the duty of the Government to 
;make some endeavour to brighten the 
| lives and elevate the hopes of those poor 
|dwellers in one-room homes, instead 
of endeavouring to palm off on them 
this paltry measure, which can do very 
| little to ameliorate their lot. It has been 
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well said that you may withhold so as to | 
excite desire, and give so as to excite 
contempt. This Bill does both. You 
withhold all that is of real value, and you | 
give that which cannot be utilised. This | 

licy may succeed in times of tranquillity | 
and prosperity, but it will undoubtedly | 
bring retribution in times of danger and 
bad trade. Let us have but a cycle of 
bad trade, coupled -with a long and | 
severe winter, and I say you will have | 
arrived at the time when no concessions | 
will avail. 


*Mr. WRIGHTSON (St. Pancras, East): 
I will not occupy your time many 
minutes,’ but I wish to say a few words | 
on the housing question, in which I have | 
always taken a deep interest. I repre- 
sent a district in the metropolis in which | 
overcrowding is most serious in its effects. | 
I am glad that the Government have | 
brought in this measure. Members on 
the other side appear to think that the 
Government should have brought in some | 
kind of heroic measure which would have | 
treated with every kind of possible evil, | 
but I think the Government has shown | 
its good judgment in confining its | 
attention to the most important portion 
of the problem. In East St. Pancras we 
have two large termini of railways—the | 
Great Northern and the Midland. They 
have repeatedly taken large slices out of 
this district and a great amount of dis- | 
housing has taken place, and of course 
there is a great difficulty in a crowded 
district like that for the railway com-| 
panies to tind land on which to build 
houses for the people they dishouse. But 
you must not forget that the people who 
are dishoused may be divided into 
two classes. There are those who are 
quite willing to go out of their district 
and those who are unwilling. There is 
no reason because there is a difficulty in 
dealing with those who cannot go out of 
the district that we should leave those who 
desire to do so without any aid at all. I 
think the Government have recognised this 
in bringing in this Bill, and I am glad to. 
hear from the other side that there is not 
any intention to divide the House on it. 


I think it would be much_ worse 
for those on the other side in| 
their own constituencies if they | 
did attempt to divide the House! 


om an important matter of this kind. | 
In regard to the question of railway | 
accommodation there is nothing at all in | 


| 
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that. If a district outside is a svitable 
area, and houses are built upon it, the 
railways and tramways which radiate 
from the centres of population will soon 
find their way there. There will be a 
demand and a supply, but to make the 
supply before the demand arises is non- 
sensical altogether. I do not like to use 
the word obstruction, but when we find a 
shelving Amendment brought forward in 
this way, as much as to say ‘‘ We would 
rather have nothing at all than see the 
Government treat the matter in a busi- 
nesslike way by attacking one portion of 
the problem,” we are tempted to look 
upon it as rather obstructive. I shall 
vote for the Government in regard to 
this matter, but I venture to express 
the hope that they will not forget the 
legislation introduced last session which 
became law on Ist January this 
year. I think the working class 
should be enabled to build their own 
houses, in these proposed outside areas, 
under the Small Dwellings Act. Several 
hon. Members on the other side have 
said that this Act has been a dead letter. 
I do not believe for one moment that 
this is the case. Building is at a 
standstill throughout the country. The 
price of material is 40 per cent. 
above what it was, and wages also 
are high. How can we expect people 
with capital to invest in house building 
to select atime in order to make their 
investment when everything is 30 to 40 
per cent. higher than formerly? If they 
build houses now, how can they expect a 
return for their capital? That is the 
reason why up to this time the Act 
has not been effective. I believe that 
any building operations at the present 
time are most difficult to carry out. I 
am a large employer of labour myself 
where we would gladly welcome any 
builder to erect hundreds of houses for 
working men. We cannot get them, and 
that is accounted for by the enormous 
increase in the price of everything ; 
but that that should be a condemna- 
tion of the Bill passed by the Goverr- 
ment last session I cannot understand. 
I hope that the Government wiil see 
their way to give the working classes 
an opportunity of applying for portions 
of those areas outside urban districts, so 
that they can purchase at the same 
price paid by municipalities on which 
they can build their houses under the 
Small Dwellings Act of last session. 


ao: 
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*Mr_ JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- | deal with this question must of necessity 
ton): I was rather pleased to hear the | deal with it to the injury of some of the 
speech of the hon. Member for East St. | districts, at the expense of some of the 
Pancras. I know that he has taken a districts, and to the disadvantage of 
deep interest in the question of the/ other districts. I have attended meet- 
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housing of the poor, and even was the 
author of the Bill the Government | 
passed in the last session of Parliament | 
—I mean the Small Dwellings Bill. But | 
that Bill has not been adopted. by any 
municipality in the country. I have. 
been on the alert to ascertain, but I, 
have not even read that a single district | 
council or municipality has ever discussed 
the question whether they will put that 
measure into operation or not. 


*Mr. WRIGHTSON : There are three 
or four places where it has been con- 
sidered. 


*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: If the 
hon. Member knows three or four it would 
be interesting to know whether they have 
adopted the measure or not, because I do 
not agree with the hon. Member that the 
reason why the municipalities have not 
adopted the measure is on account of the | 
cost of material. I believe it is more due | 
to the fact that the Act is defective, and | 
for that reason they will not put the 
measure into operation. I am afraid that ' 
the measure which the Government is 
bringing in this session will not remedy 
the evil, and I am sorry to say we are 
wasting the time of the House and the 
country in discussing it, because last 
session we devoted a great deal of time | 
to the Small Dwellings Bill. That Bill is 
a dead letter ; and this, in my opinion, will 
be a dead letter for various reasons. I 
consider that this measure is totally in- 
adequate to meet the pressing demands 
and necessities of the housing of the 
working classes. A great deal has been 
said during the course of this debate with 
regard to the London question. This 
measure may have some chance of being 
put into operation by the London County | 
Council, but I venture to say that no 
other municipality will, or can, put this 
measure into operation, and for these 
reasons. The London County Council is a , 
unique case, but if thetwenty municipalities 
which we created last year are going to | 
look after the sanitation of their districts, | 
then in my opinion they are the bodies | 
to look after the housing of the poor, and | 
not the London County Council, because 
the London County Council if they do | 


ings of the Association of Municipal 
Corporations, and I have never heard a 
single demand made by anyone that 
a measure should be brought in by the 
Government to amend Part III. of the 
Housing Act of 1890, and to give powers 
to local authorities to build outside of 
their own areas. I should like to put 
this practical question to the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board: how many munici- 
palities can you find that will undertake 
to spend vast sums of the ratepayers’ 
money outside their own areas? I have 
not known one municipality that will 
undertake to do so, or that ig 
anxious that the ratepayers’ money 
should be mortgaged or spent in 
buying land and building houses out- 
side the area of the municipality. 
The fact is that the great expenditure of 
money that is now going.on with our 
municipalities is to attract people inside 
the boundaries, and not to take them 
outside. If you take the town of Leeds, 
with an acreage of 22,000 acres, you have 
there an enormous area upon which the 
municipality could spend money upon the 
erection of houses. You have also in 
other large towns such as Sheffield some 
area unbuilt upon where they could spend 
their money if they desired to do so with- 
out taking land outside the borough. The 
reason why these municipalities do not 
spend money in this way is that the 
erying evil in all our large towns is not 
the question so much of the building of 
new houses, but the question of dealing 
with the insanitary areas which we find 
existing in every large town. That is the 
problem we have to deal with. © I heard 
the other evening the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board, and he made 
in my opinion a very strong attack 
upon some of the sanitary authorities 
throughout the country for neglecting their 
duties in reference to sanitation. I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman—I 
say it without any offence—whether he 
has had any practical experience of 
putting the five Acts into operation 
which he cited. I want to know if there 
is a Member on the Treasury Bench who 
has really served his apprenticeship in 
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some of our great corporations with the | another case £4 19s. per square yard. 
exception of the right hon. Gentleman | How is it possible for any corporation 
the Secretary for the Colonies, who has | to undertake to carry out improve- 


served with one or two other Members in ments 
property when the cost of paying com- 


Birmingham. The right hon. Gentleman 


by dealing with insanitary 


cited those Acts of Parliament, but many | pensation is so great as this? Take 
of us who have served in municipalities | the scheme known as Mr. Chamberlain’s 


know that there is great difficulty in| Birmingham scheme. 


The corporation 


putting them into operation, and it is be-| purchased 4,000 houses and rehoused 


cause of those difficulties and the expense 16,500 people. 
, £1,650,000, and I am given to under- 
stand on very high authority that the 
charge to the rates of the town for many 
years past has been £25,000 a year, 
although this scheme will become a paying 
scheme when the leases fall in. 
it possible for a town that is not so large,. 
and has not the recuperative power, to put 
Part I. of the Act of 1890 into operation, 
and to make large clearances of these 
insanitary areas at such a large cost as 
this? Ina Return presented to the House 
of Commons last session, dealing with 
‘reproductive undertakings, I find that 
out of 265 municipalities only seven in- 
formed the Local Government Board that 
they had brought the Act into operation, 
and had made the schemes reproductive 
and paying. 
ever that the Government in bringing in 
this small measure are simply tinkering 
with a great and vital question. 
the absolute duty of every municipality 
in the country to try to improve the con- 
ditions under which the working classes 
are housed, and to deal with slum pro- 
perties. 
the measure now before the House, ex- 
tending the right under Part III. to 
municipalities and district councils to buy 
land outside their areas, no municipality 
will undertake to expend large sums of 
money outside their own areas. 
because I believe this measure will be like 
the measure of last year, practically a 
dead letter, that I ask the Government 
to take into consideration this gigantic 
question in a fuller and more complete 
/manner and to bring in a measure which 
will give facilities to sanitary authorities 
to deal with the evils in the way they 
ought to be dealt with. 


that the corporations do not put them into 
operation. He said there were facilities, 
and you could easily remedy the nuisance, 
the corporation or sanitary authority 
having power to serve notice upon the. 
owner of the property. I ask the Secretary 
of the Local Government Board how many 
cases does he know of where a munici- 
pality has served notice upon owners, 
where the owners have refused to do the 
work, where they have taken the case 
hefore the magistrates, and the magis- 
trates have refused to convict, or refused | 
to enforce the orders of the local 
authority ? Thatis the great difficulty. 
The power is not absolutely in the hands 
of the local authority. The power is in 
the hands of third parties in the shape of 
the magistrates, who decide between the « 
local authority and the owners. The fact 
is that in many cases our local authori- 
ties are deterred in their work of carry- 
ing out sanitary reform on the very 
ground that the magistrates decide 
against them. Do hon. Gentlemen 
who represent the Local Government 
Board say that Part 1. of the Act of 1890 
is easy to put into operation? It is a! 
most complicated part, and I know of 
more than one of the local authorities 
who have sat for a considerable time, in 
fact for twelve months, dealing with this 
question of the insanitary areas, and then 
they have come to the conclusion that, 
owing to the enormous cost of putting that | 
part into operation, it is impossible to 
deal with that part of the Bill. It is a 
question of compensation to the owners | 
of the insanitary property. I am _ not 
going into the statistics of overcrowding. 
That is admitted. I will cite two of our 
large towns which have gone in for put- 
ting the Act into operation. In Man- } 
chester the corporation found, according 
tothe report of their medical officer in 
1884, in one area, that the death-rate was | 
80 per 1,000. In Manchester I find that | 
the cost of clearing the dwellings off two 
acres in this insanitary area was in one 
tase £2 2s. 6d. per square yard, and in. 





The total cost was 


How is 


I am more convinced than 


It is 


I am fully convinced that under 


It is 


Captain PRETY MAN (Suffolk, Wood- 


bridge) : If there is one thing that the 
debate shows more than another it is the 
extraordinary difficulty of dealing in a 
practical manner with one of our great 
social evils. 
speeches delivered on this question, one 


After listening to the many 
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thing strikes me very forcibly, and that | which we have to deal in this House— 
is the magnitude of the evil, while the | with the questions of drink, morality 
very great and natural desire of those | sanitation, transport, local taxation, Pa 
best acquained with the evil to grapple | pulsory purchase of land, and even with 
with it, obscures their vision and renders | free trade, because that affects the wages 
‘their efforts less practical than they ought | question in the country and the rents, 
to be. Take the action of the temperance | When I was in the Army, and had to 
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party with regard to the drink question. 
In connection with that great social evil 
‘there is a vast amount of ill-directed 
effort to deal with it. I think ic was 
Lord Randolph Churchill who said that 
‘you cannot make the people sober by Act 
‘of Parliament. Neither can you make 
the homes of the people of this country 
healthy directly by Act of Parliament. 
‘The only way is_ by such practical 
‘measures as will gradually make it ap- 


pear to the people themselves that it is | 


their interest to be sober, and to have 
homes happy and healthy. I could not 
have a better example of that than the 
speech of the hon. Member who has 
just sat down, who stated that this 
Bill was useless, because it was un- 


mecessary for municipal authorities to 


go outside their own areas, they having 
plenty of land available within the 
municipal area itself. He then proceeded 
to enforce his argument by stating that 
the land within the municipal area cost no 
less than £4 19s. per square yard. What 
more forcible argument could he have 
brought forward in favour of the scheme 
than the fact that the price of land 
within the boroughs was so great and 
prohibitive ? 


“*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: I only | 


referred to some boroughs where there is | 


ample room for building. Then I pointed 
-out that the extreme high price was due 
to the giving of compensation. 


CapTAIN PRETYMAN : No one on the 


Front Bench thinks that this Bill will | 


benefit everybody in the country. No 
_Act is perfect. If we wait until we have 
passed a measure in this House which will 
entirely remedy the overcrowding evil 
and benefit every part of the country, we 
shall never pass any legislation at all. 
There are already five Acts dealing with 
this question, and what this Bill does is 
‘to remove one of the blots on the proper 
working of those existing Acts. That 
seems to me to be the only reasonable 
way in which this question can be dealt 
with. The subject is inextricably bound 
‘up with all the other great questions with 


‘Captain Pretyman. 


| study the question of projectiles, I re- 
/member learning the well-known rule 
| that resistance increases as the cube of 
| velocity, and I take it that that appliesvery 
/much to measures of this kind. If you 
_ try to go too fast the resistance you will 
encounter will be so great that you will 
‘make very little progress. I do not 
think any hon. Member would hold to be 
exaggerated any single word which has 
'been said in regard to the magnitude of 
this evil, but I should like to deal 
with one or two of the causes which have 
been put forward as having led to the evil. 
One of the main causes urged is the 
system of landlord and tenant, and the 
landlords are held responsible as the rents 
increase. I think that is. a direct inver- 
sion of cause and effect. It is the desire 
of the working people themselves to crowd 
into these towns and particular districts 
‘which has put up the rents; it is the 
action not of the landlords but of the 
working people. If it were purely a 
question of the virtue or the absence of 
| virtue and the rapacity of the landlords, 
how does it come that the very same 
landlord in many cases is landlord in a 
country district as well as in a town?! 
The very same landlord is charging £4 a 
| year in a country district, but he is held 
up in the towns as the actual cause of 
this overcrowding through the high rents 
he is supposed to be obtaining. What 
'does that prove? It simply proves that 
‘the landlord in the town and in the 
‘country will, like everybody else, get 
| what he can reasonably obtain through 
the ordinary law of supply and demand. 
There are a great many people who want 
to live in certain districts, and therefore 
| prices in that district will rise. I should 
like to say a word with regard to a con- 
| crete case which has been quoted. Devon- 
port is held up as an instance of overcrowd- 
ing caused by the action of a particular 
landlord. Many statements have been 


| made, in regard to Lord St. Levan’s estate, 


to the effect that the rents he charges and 


| the terms he exacts are, to a great extent, 
| the cause of the overcrowding in Devon- 
| port. The hon. Member for Carmarthen 


| stated in a recent debate that the income 
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of the estate from ground rents was no 


{17 M 


less than £80,000 a year. I ventured to 
say at the time that he was over-siating 
the case, and since then figures have been 
placed in my hands. I have the state- 


ment of Lord St. Levan’s agent, and as | 


these assertions have been put forward it 
is only fair that his side of the case should 
be made public. 
far from being £80,000, has never reached 
so high as £14,000. That is rather a 
difference. 


St. Levan has a monopoly, that he re- | 


stricts the amount of building in order to 
enhance the value of his property, and that 
in consequence the town is overcrowded. 
If that is so this Bill is the very Bill to 
destroy that monopoly, as it will enable 
the municipality to go outside the borough, 


thus bringing others into competition. | 


But it is self-evident that it is to the 
advantage of every landlord to get as 


much of his land as possible taken up for | 


building, and Lord St. Levan has offered 
land to builders at reasonable prices. 
What it comes to is that the actual 


ground-rents which he receives upon these | 


workmen’s houses vary from 20s. to 30s., 


and except in the case of thirty cottages | 


they are in no case more than 25s. a four- 
roomed workman’s house. 
by the hon. Member for Leicester that 


the rent amounted in many cases to one- | 


third of the wages earned. A ground 


rent of 25s. per year may be fairly said | 


torepresent not one-third of the wages 
in the year but just about one week’s 
earnings. For that ground rent not only 
is the ground provided, but the ground 
landlord has to make roads and pay for 


them, give up land for the roads, and bear | 
many other expenses, so that really but a | 


very small proportion of that 25s. goes 
into his pocket. But there is another 
consideration. Does any hon. Member 
really suppose that if Lord St. Levan re- 
duced the ground-rents from 25s. to 10s. 
the existing tenants—who are not Lord 
St. Levan’s tenants at all, but those of 


the intervening landlord—would have | 


their rent lowered by one sixpence ? The 
rent to the tenant is not regulated by the 
ground rent but by the demand which 
exists for houses. I should like to read 
this statement— 

“The Corporation of Devonport, under the 
third section of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, applied to’ Lord St. Levan for 
twenty acres of land on which to erect houses. 
Lord St. Levan acceded to the suggestion with 
the utmost readiness. The terms of the pur- 


VOL. LXXXIII, [FourtH Srriss.] 


The actual income, so | 


It has been said that Lord | 


It was stated | 
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chase were ——— by two very eminent 
surveyors (Messrs. Dymond and kh. Vigers), 
and to these no exception was taken. For some 
reason the site selected was not deemed suit- 
able by the corporation and another of about 
thirty acres was chosen. Terms were again 
prepared by the same surveyors, and to these 
again no exception was taken. Calculations 
based on these terms were made by the ad-* 
vocates of the scheme in the town council, 
and the public were informed by them at 
| meetings and otherwise, that profits which 
were variously estimated to amount to from 
| £6,000 to £2,000 a year would accrue to the 


Working Classes. 


| ratepayers from carrying out the proposal. 
The time for deciding on the acceptance or 
rejection of the offer was enlarged on three 
| separate occasions, at the especial request of 
the corporation, so as to extend over seven 
months in. all, and ultimately the time of 
grace was allowed to elapse by the town 
council without a communication of any sort 
| being made to Lord St. Levan on the subject. 
No reason has been assigned for the abandon- 
ment of the scheme, and the terms were not 
objected to or discussed.” 


As far as the conditions on that estate 
are concerned, they do not appear to differ 
from those on any other well-managed 
estate in the country, and I do not think 
it is in any way fair to hold Lord St. 
Levan responsible for the overcrowding 
which does undoubtedly exist within the 
borough of Devonport. The real difficulty 
arises in trying, in the words of the pro- 
'verb, to put a quart into a pint bottle. 
Owing to the high wages and the im- 
| proved conditions of trade, people will 
insist upon crowding into the centre, and 
the only real remedy is that indicated by 
the first clause of this Bill, namely to en- 
courage the people as far as possible to 
live at some little distance from their 
| work in order that they may have a little 
room to breathe. How does this over- 
crowding arise? Hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site talk of landlord and tenant, but have 
| they in their minds ever tried really to 
| define the difference between a landlord 
|and a tenant? The lessor of a four- 
|roomed tenement sublets two of those 
| four rooms to another; is he a landlord 


or is he a_ tenant? That is the 
way in which this overcrowding 
has largely arisen. The occupier 


of a four-roomed tenement, in order 
that he may live rent free, sublets 
| two rooms, and the occupier of those two 
/rooms, in order that he also may live 
rent free, sublets one room. Then the 
landlord, who is probably somebody else’s 
tenant, seeing this large rent being made, 
thinks, “ Why should I not have some of 
it?” and the next time he lets the tene- 
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ment in three lots instead of one. But | it is worthy of support. In regard to 
with regard to this Bill, I hope it will not ' the rural side of the question, having re- 
be largely availed of, because the natural | gard to the title of the Bill itself, I do 
and proper direction in which this evil not think it will be possible for the 
should be cured is by houses provided | second part to come very largely into 
_not by the municipality, but by private operation. One of the conditions of a 
enterprise. It is far better that, in| county council putting the Bill into 
accordance with the ordinary rule of | operation is’ that it must be prudent 
supply and demand, houses should be | for the district council to adopt the Act. 
built and occupied without legislative | I do not think that under present condi- 
interference. It is necessary, however, | tions of rural life it can possibly be, at 
that municipalities should have the power | any rate, financially, prudent for any dis- 
to set an example to private enterprise, | trict council to build cottages, because 
andincertain cases where there is pressing | the cost of building cottages in country 
need, they should be able to provide the | districts is now largely in excess of the 
remedy themselves. It isthe recognition | rent obtainable for them. Inasmuch as 
of that fact which will induce us to/|it costs a landlord something like £500 
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support this Bill. 
any reason for refusing to support this 
Bill that it does not cure the whole evil. It 
has been suggested that we should set up a 
fair rent court. I should have thought 
the example of Ireland would have been 
quite sufficient to cure any hon. Member 
of the idea that fair rent courts would re- 
medy the evil. Such courts have been in 
operation for some years in Ireland, and 
wherever there has been one single change 
of tenancy these courts have not reduced 
the rent by a farthing. It is impossible 
to obtain a permanent reduction of rent 
through a fair rent court. You can impose 
a fair rent between only the particular 
tenant and the particular landlord at the 
moment. You simply make a present of 
a part of the landlord’s property to the 
particular tenant, and that tenant is not 
going to part with it for nothing, so the 
incoming tenant will have to pay an 
equivalent for it. When the incoming 
tenant has paid that equivalent he has to 
pay the same rent as before, so that there 
can be no permanent reduction. Working 
men are led to suppose that municipal 
enterprise and cheap trains and so on will 
reduce his rent. It is impossible that 
they should do so. So long as the people 
crowd together and demand more accom- 
modation in one particular place than 
that particular place can provide, so long 
must the rents be driven up. It is not 
sufficient to have a warm heart and good 
intentions. We must be practical and 
know where the difficulties are. These 
difficulties must be dealt with one 
by one as we find them, and they must 
be met ina practical manner. It is be. 
cause this Bill, in regard to the urban 
side of the question, does deal with the 





I cannot see that it is| to build a couple of cottages for each 


of which he would get £4 a year, ont 
of which he has to pay for repairs, [ 
think if a district council is good enough 
to build cottages for them the landlords 
will pass a unanimous vote of thanks to 
that authority. But under this Bill the 
local authority have to act prudently, 
and under present conditions I do not 
think it would be prudent for them to 
put this provision into operation. There- 
fore, though this is a valuable provision 
in certain cases where special accommo- 
dation may be required, and one which 
under certain conditions might be put 
into operation, I do not think it will he 
be of general application. In regard to 
the first clause of the Bill, I do think 
it is dealing in a practical manner with 
part of a very wide question which 
cannot possibly be dealt with as a whole, 
and therefore in my opinion it is entitled 
to our hearty support. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): It is now sixteen years since I asa 
private Member moved a resolution upon 
the subject we are now discussing, which 
was accepted by the House, and which 
resulted in the appointment of the Royal 
Commission of 1884, which has thrown so 
much light upon this great problem. I 
have always since that date taken a 
profound interest in the question of 
the housing of the working classes, and 
I was particularly anxious to hear what 
were the solutions proposed by Members 
of the House when they had the Govern- 
ment Bill before them. We have had 


matter in a practical manner that I think | two nights of eloquent speeches upon 
Captain Pretyman, 
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that subject ; but almost every speaker, 


except my hon. friend who has just sat | 


down, occupied at least half his speech in 


dwelling upon facts which no one denied, | 


in painting in lurid colours pictures the 
full horrors of which everybody is 
acquainted with, in denouncing in many 
cases the inadequacy of the Government 
measure, but in no single case suggesting 
any reasonable or practicable substitute 
for the proposals we have made in this 
Bill. I have never listened, I frankly 
admit, to a debate with greater dis- 
appointment. Speaker after speaker de- 
clared how poverty-stricken was the 
Government suggestion, how narrow were 
its limits, how little it would do, and 
asked why we did not bring forward 
some big, comprehensive measure. I 
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| there is first fully organised a system of 
| cheap trains to carry the workmen from 
the new dwellings to the scene of their 
labours. But all experience is against 
the hon. and learned Gentleman. The 
Board of Trade already have great powers, 
which the Board have been perfectly 
ready to put into force, and which they 
certainly will put into foree—I have 
the authority of my right hon. friend 


for saying that—to the utmost of their 


ability, and those powers have proved 
absolutely adequate for the organisation 


| of cheap train services between London 


have listened in anxious expectation for | 


this big, comprehensive scheme—— 


Captain NORTON: Tax the ground 
values. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And when 
that big, comprehensive scheme was put 
before us, either it was wholly incapable of 
producing any of the effects which its 
inventors attributed to it, or it violated 
some fundamental principle of equity. I 
do not mean to survey in detail the 
various nostrums which have been pro- 
posed ; but it is due to the House that I 
should attempt a brief survey of them. 
The first suggestion of the hon. Member 
who put an Amendment on the Paper and 
opened this debate dealt with rail- 
way facilities. He was of opinion, 
as we must all be of opinion, that it is 
perfectly vain for local authorities to buy 
land outside their area for the erection of 
workmen’s dwellings unless between their 
area and the land there are adequate 
means of communication by railway, by 
tramway, or otherwise. That, of course, 
is not only true, but it is self-evident. 
But the hon. and learned Gentleman went 
on to tell us that the present law was 
utterly incapable of providing those 
facilities. I believe the hon. and learned 
Gentleman is mistaken on that point. He 
desires that before cottages are built cheap 
trains should be started by the railway 
companies. He seems to think that 


cottages will not be built, or that, being 
built, they will never be inhabited, unless 


and various places served by our great 
railway systems. Under these circum- 
stances it is really futile to contend that 
this Bill, whatever merits it may have, 
fails because, in addition to all that it 
provides, it does net also provide for the 
organisation of train services which our 
present law, as it stands, is fully capable 
of organising. If it should be found in 
the course of experience that the London 
County Council, or any other county 
council, are really hampered in their 
efforts to carry this Bill into effect by 
the impossibility of coming to an arrange- 
ment with the railway companies for an 
adequate railway service, I have no doubt 
that a remedy will easily be found. I 
will now pass to the suggestions of the 
hon. and learned Member for Dumfries, 
who I am sorry not to see in his place, 
for I shall have to comment upon more 
than one observation he made. He and 
other hon. Gentlemen seem to think it 
was necessary to throw the first and 
second part of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, into the 
pot of Parliamentary discussion in 
order that the stringency of the 
provisions of those two parts might be in- 
creased. I venture to say that the strin- 
gency of those provisions cannot be in- 
creased, and that if they have failed it is 
due not to the fact that they are not 
sufficiently stringent, but to the fact that 
they are not put in force by the local 
authorities. And I really was surprised 
to hear Member after Member on the 
other side, who declared they were them- 
selves members of local authorities, who 
not only were evidently ignorant of the 
provisions of this Bill, but who, as in the 
case of the hon. Member for Leicester, 
attributed their ignorance to the fact that 
the Local Government Board had not 
circulated information for their benefit 





sufficiently often, while they admitted 
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that the information the Board have cir- 
culated was put into the waste-paper 
basket, or else into some receptacle more 
honourable which completely hid the in- 
formation from the local authorities con- 
cerned, 


Mr. BROADHURST: I am sure the 
right hon. Gentleman does not desire to 
misrepresent me. I said that many of 
the local bodies put in force the instruc- 
tions of the Board with regard to sanita- 
tion and overcrowding. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman may have made that remark also, 
but I did not catch it. I was commenting 
upon quite another observation, and I 
think he will hardly assert that I have in 
any material sense misrepresented him. 
It is really worth while to recall what the 
powers of the local authorities are. I am 
not going into them in detail, but let me 
remind the House that the local authority 
has the power to enter dwellings whiclr it 
suspects are insanitary or overcrowded, 
and to decide what structural alterations 
are necessary to put them in repair, to 
charge the cost of these alterations upon 
the owner, or, if it pleases, to make those 
alterations itself, and then to charge them 
on the owner. If the owner refuses to 
make his building sanitary he can be 
charged at the rate of £2 a day for every 
house that is insanitary, and a small 
arithmetical calculation will convince the 
House that in these circumstances it is in 
the power of the local authority to charge 
the slum owner at the rate of about 
£700 a year for every house which 
he possesses until it is made sanitary. 
I venture to say that these powers are so 
great that no legislative alteration can 
improve them. It is not in the power of 
the House to make local authorities carry 
out the powers which have been entrusted 
to them. That we cannot do. All we 
can do is to make those powers complete 
and adequate. That, I venture to say, 
has already been done, and I do not see 
that any further change in that direction 
would be of the slighest advantage. That 
is the second supplement to our Bill which 
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| 








| trade interests. 


has been suggested. Now the third is, | 


on the face of it, much more important, 
and it raises issues of a far more contro- 
versial character. Put roughly, it is that 
some means may be found by which areas 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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within towns may be cheaply purchased 
for tie purpose of erecting thereon 
labourers’ dwellings. Some very interest- 
ing facts were brought before the House 
by the hon. Member for Hoxton, who 
told us on the first night of the debate that 
in the case of the great scheme carried 
out by the London County Council, 
known as the Boundary Street scheme, 
£300,000 had been spent on land, the 
open market value of which was only 
£150,000, and the value of which for the 
erection of labourers’ dwellings was only 
£60,000. I wish the hon. Member would 
take some future occasion of informing us 
how this difference between £300,000 and 
£150,000 occurred, because I understand 
that, according to the law, if a region is 
insanitary it is the right of the local 
authority to demolish all the dwellings on 
the area and to pay compensation for the 
land at the rate which it would bear with- 
out buildings—in other words, the market 
value of the land. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton): 
I do not wish to discuss this point across 
the floor of the House, but a large por- 
tion of that money arises from trade 
interests. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do 
not know the circumstances connected 
with this scheme, but evidently the 
London County Council went far beyond 
the provisions of the Legislature with 
regard to the clearing of insanitary areas. 
They cleared an insanitary area, but [ do 


Exactly. 


inot understand from the hon. Member 


that as far as the area itself is concerned 
more than the proper price was paid. In 
addition to that, however, they appear to 
have taken possession of a great many 
No doubt, under this 
scheme, or under any scheme, these trade 
interests have to be dealt with at a fair 
valuation ; but surely it is not seriously 
suggested on any side of the House that 
we are going to turn out shopkeepers, 
workshop owners, manufacturers, or ware- 
house owners without giving them ade- 
quate compensation for the businesses 
which they have lost? Though I greatly 
regret that the County Council had to pay 


| so much for the site, it does not appear 


that any alteration of the law could 
amend the matter as far as the trade 
interests were concerned, and it does not 
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appear to be alleged, as far as the really | is let upon long leases, the reversion 
insanitary houses were concerned, that|of which they have _ purchased. 
more than the proper price was paid|It really is absurd to attempt to 
for the land. I go now to particular | throw upon them the kind of responsi- 
schemes by which various hon. Members | bility which the hon. Member attempts 
have endeavoured to attain this object |to throw on them. Supposing that these 
of getting cheap areas within the towns | long leases had run out only a small part 
for the construction of labourers’ dwel-| of their term, then to give the freeholder 
lings. ‘The hon. Gentleman the Member | the compulsory right of re-entry would 
for Hoxton put before the House a/ be to give him something to which he is 
plan which, as far as I understand it, | not entitled, and a good deal more than 
amounted to this—that the freeholder was | he ought to have. Suppose that these 
to be informed that, as he was responsible | long leases are nearing their termination, 
for keeping up in a proper state of repair | and that the reversion is becoming much 
the houses upon his property, he should! more valuable. When it falls in it will be 
be allowed to re-enter compulsorily into | in the power of the freeholder, in law and 
possession of his property with the obli- | in equity, to use his land not merely for 
gation of building houses upon it. I think | workmen’s dwellings, but for a more re- 
that the hon. Member has not considered | munerative purpose. Then by what right 
what that scheme means. In the first place,| do you saddle him over all his fellows 
the frecholder is not responsible, either | with the obligation for all time to dedi- 
in law or in equity, for the condition into | cate his property, and his property alone, 
which, in many cases, most unfortunately, to the erection of workmen’s dwellings ? 
his property has fallen. The hon. Member | There is in equity no answer to that 
appears to think that in the building | argument. It may be right—I am not 
covenants which in some, but not nearly} sure that it is not right—that there 
in all, building leases are inserted, there | should be provision made within the area 
were covenants inserted for the purpose of | even of the most crowded municipality 
imposing an obligation on the owner to} for the residence of workmen. But that 
keep the houses in a state of repair. The! provision should not be made at the cost 
hon. Member is mistaken. They were| of one particular, arbitrarily selected, 
inserted to compel the tenants to keep | and innocent class of members of the 
the houses in repair; and so little does; community. Punish the slum owner 
the law recognise the obligation on the! if you like. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
freeholder to look after the property) Who is he?) He is the man 
which he has let on long lease to tenants | who receives the rents for the slums. 
and sub-tenants, that actually the Courts | Punish him if you please. You have 
will not allow those penalties to be| ample power to do so under the existing 
enforced unless the freeholder’s interests | law, and you do not use it. If every 
are interfered with by the demolition of | slim owner was hanged at the door of his 
the house. That is a conclusive proof| slum, I might think it a very harsh 
which I give to the House that the Law | exercise of the criminal law, but I should 
| 





Courts have never taken the view of the | not weep my eyes out over his destiny. 
hon. Member as to the obligation of the | But it is not the slum owner who is in 
freeholder. In the first place, remember | question, or on whom the hon. Member 
who the freeholder is. In the imagina-| would fall. It is on the innocent trustees 
tion of many hon. Members of this House | of perhaps some old maiden ladies in the 
he bulks as a great landlord receiving | country, or on the freeholder who has 
£50,000 or £100,000 a year in ground | never had a chance of seeing his property, 
rents. There are such cases, but they | that the hon. Member would saddle the 
are a minority of the freeholders in this | perpetual obligation of using their land 
country. Most of the freehold interests | for a relatively unremunerative purpose. 
in house property belong to insurance! So much for the arguments of the hon. 
companies, to the trustees of people who| Gentleman. I think that that answer 
have hought in the middle of a lease as an | adequately covers also the case of the hon. 
investment, and to an immense variety of | and learned Member for South Shields. 
owners who know nothing about the pro- | But there was a third plan suggested by the 
perty and who are not expected in law or | hon.and learned Member for Dumfries, He 
in equity to know anything about the| wants, of all things in the world, as a 
management of the property, which | solution of this question, to upset the 
| , 
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just as good a right to have workshops on 


which is based upon the letting value of | their land, that for all time their land is 


the property, and to substitute for it the 
American system of rating, which is based 
on the capital value of the property. He 
desires that the capital value of every 
property shall be estimated by the 
owner himself, who shall then pay rates 
upon that value, and shall always be 


liable to be expropriated at that value by | 


the local authority. I do not think I 
need argue a scheme which goes far 
beyond anything touching upon the ques- 


tion we are now dealing with, and which | 
is revolutionary in the sense that it | 


upsets every rating law passed since the 
time of Queen Elizabeth. If the House 
adopted such a scheme, it would adopt it 


as a separate measure, not affecting solely | 


or even principally the question of the 


dwellings of the working classes, but as | 


touching the whole complicated, difficult, 
and perplexing problem involved in the 
collection of rates for municipal purposes. 
But the ingenuity of the hon. and learned 
Member, and his boldness of conception, 


did not stop short at the entire destruction | 


of the immemorial rating system in this 
country. He had another plan. He 


said, and with perfect truth, that some of | 


the difficulties which we experience in 
housing the working classes near the 
scene of their labours arose from the fact 
that a great deal of the ground was more 
valuable for the purposes of manufac- 
tories and for the erection of workshops 
than for the erection of workmen’s dwel- 
lings. He actually suggested to this 
House that in consequence of that fact 
we should prohibit within the said areas 
the erection of any more workshops or 
manufactories at all. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): Hear, hear! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I observe that 
the hon. Member has at least one disciple 
not less audacious than himself in the 
shape of the hon. Member for Stepney. 
Are the hon. Member for Stepney and the 
hon. Member for Dumfries aware of what 
they are doing? What they are doing is 
this. They are robbing the owners of 
certain lands for the benefit of the owners 
of other lands. They are giving a mono- 


poly value to the happy possessor of 
manufactories and workshops now in exis- 
tence, and telling other people, who have 
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to be devoted to some remunerative pur- 
| poses in order to provide cheap labour jn 
| the workshops. I really do think that a 
| more preposterous scheme was never pro- 
| posed, and I confess that it does a little 
| irritate me—and I think I havea gooil tem- 
| per—to find a philanthropist like my hon. 
and learned friend the Member fer Dum. 
| fries coming down to this House and 
telling us that this problem, unlike 
the drink problem and other problems 
connected with morals? can be solved by 
this House, and then, when we are all, as 
it were, panting with expectation for his 
solution of the difficulty, presenting us 
with a scheme like that! Then I come to 
the fifth nostrum. This plan contemplates 
the erection of land courts and rent courts 
in London. That also meets, I know, with 
the ardent approval of the hon. Member 
for Stepney. While I am no admirer 
of land courts or rent courts in 
jany part of the country, I must say 
that in London the idea is peculiarly 
objectionable and, indeed, unworkable. 
We have established rent courts 
in Ireland. But bear in mind the facts. 
You have in Ireland a peasantry fixed to 
| a certain extent by affection and tradition 
| to the soil. You have the other fact, that 
their being so fixed of itself gives the 
‘landlord an unfair power over them. 
| Then it was thought that the market value 
be the land could be fixed by an outside 
| tribunal by the ordinary process of caleu- 
| lation, and that was the remedy applied. 
| How are you, I ask, going to fix the rent 
| of a house in London except by market 
| value? Land can only be used, as a rule, 
| for raising crops. A man owns a house or 
half a dozen houses. The rent court comes 
and says the rent should be only so much, 
but the owner says, “I shall pull them 
down and use the land in other ways.” 
| Are you going to prevent him? Are you 
|going to compel him to keep up the 
| houses although he might be able to use 
| them better for other purposes? If you 
‘do that you inflict on him a gross 
injustice. My opinion, therefore, is 
that land courts or rent courts would be 
/exceedingly absurd in a town district. 
| Here, however, I noticed that the hon. 
and learned Member for Dumfries did 
not show complete reciprocity with the 
Member for Stepney, for he had not a 
| word to say in their defence. He did not 
foresce that he had such an ardent disciple 
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down, and he did not return the compli- 


did not foresee that the hon. Gentleman 
was prepared to accept the full measure 


of responsibility. There is one other | 


{17 May 1900} 


in the hon. Member who has just sat { nothing else. 
| by raising the height of your buildings, a 
ment of supporting his scheme, because he | larger population on a given area, well 


|and good; you do something towards 
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If you can accommodate, 


dealing with the problem ; but if you 
cannot do that, then you must go outside 


nostrum, and it is, if I may say so, perhaps | the narrow area at the centre of your 


the most remarkable of all those which | 


congested district, and you must trust to 


have been placed before us during this | modern invention and modern improve- 


discussion. 


We owe it to the inventive | ments in locomotion for abolishing time. 


genius of the right hon. Gentleman the | For my own part, it is in that direction 
Member for South Aberdeen. He proposed | that I look to see the solution of this 


his scheme just before dinner, and his plan | problem. 


He | 


is to restrict the size of London. 
thinks that London is much too big. One 


Queen Klizabeth — was much perturbed 
and exercised some centuries ago by the 
size of London. It was a time when the | 
City of Westminster was barely con- | 
nected with the City of London and when | 
Kensington was a remote country village. | 
The Queen was, as I have said, greatly | 
exercised as to the size of London, | 
and she wished to restrict the growth 
and the increase of the nuisance. 
The Member for South Aberdeen is now 
in that position, but how does he 
propose to restrict the size of London ? 
How does he propose to induce manufac- 
turers to goand manufacture elsewhere ? | 
He did not tell us that, and no subse- | 
quent speaker has elucidated that inter- 
esting and obscure problem. We, however, 
have our senses roused to the magnitude 
of the evil, though, perhaps, it is thought 
we may turn a blind eye to the weak | 
points of these quack remedies which we 
are inclined at first sight to accept. But 
I do not think any remedy which has 
been suggested approaches in magnitude | 


; 3 

of our great monarchs—I believe it was | 
| 

| 

| 

| 


or importance the remedy proposed by 
the Government. I am quite sure the 
remedy for the great disease of over- 
crowding is not to be found in dealings, 
however drastic, with insanitary areas. 
The number of overcrowded people in 
London who live in insanitary areas I 
believe to be relatively small. I am per- 
fectly convinced that the overcrowding 
in London and in‘other big towns takes 
place in houses which, but for the over- 
crowding, would be passed as sanitary and 
not insanitary houses, and which, there- 
fore, cannot be dealt with by this drastic 
process of demolition. It is not to these | 
processes that I look for any important 
amelioration of the difficulty in which we 
find ourselves. The truth is, it is a ques- | 
tion simply of time and space, and | 


And recollect how much has 

This is not merely a ques- 
tion of the poor; it is a question 
of the well-to-do as _ well. 
Sixty or seventy years ago London 
merchants lived in the City of London, 
with their clerks and all the staff neces- 
sary to carry on their business. The 
value of land in the City of London for 
commercial purposes has increased, and 
the increase of rent is the consequence of 
the greater economic benefit. Some hon. 
Members regard this as a misfortune, but 
that is quite a mistake. The increase of 
rent is the consequence of a great economic 
benefit. If it were not that it paid com- 
mercially, that it was a benefit to the 
industry of the country, to that com- 
mercial prosperity on which the country 
depended, of course people would not 
pay these high rents to come into the 
City of London. And so with the work- 
shops of which we have heard. Is any- 
body fool enough to go and build a 
workshop where he has to pay an 
enormous price for his land, where he has 
got to pay more for his _ labour 
because the labour itself has got to 
pay more for its lodgings, unless 
there is an economic advantage to 
be got from it? Of course not; and, 
therefore, it was a great advantage to the 
country that the business men of London 
and their clerks went outside to other 
areas which had not the same com- 
mercial value. Of course it is not so 
simple a problem for the working classes. 
It is far from being simple, but it is the 
same kind of problem ; and I think it can 
only be solved in their case, as it has been 
solved in the case of the merchant and 
the clerk, by a great augmentation in the 
number and a great increase in the cheap- 
ness of our methods of conveyance from 
one place to another. It is not, after all, 
to the inventive legislation of this House 
that we must look, but it is to the inven- 
tive power of men of science and of manu- 


been done. 
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facturers. Let us give to municipalities | opposite will, I hope, forgive me 


all the powers they require to use the in- 
ventions of science. But we cannot 
introduce new methods of traction. All 
we can do is to turn”’them to the best 
account, and I believe myself that we are 
on the eve of an immense reform, of an 
immense augmentation of the means of 
communication. 
eal traction and other forms of traction 


are going to play a far larger part in | 


the solution of this difficulty than any 
of the strange schemes which I have 
analysed to the best of my ability 
for the benefit of the House. I 
sometimes dream—perhaps it is only a 
dream—that in addition to railways and 


tramways, we may see great highways | 


constructed for rapid motor traffic, and con- 
fined to motor traffic, which would have 
the immense advantage, if it could be 
practicable, of taking the workman from 
door to door, which no tramway and no 
railway could do. Such highways as I 
sometimes conceive in my mind would, of 
course, be in connection w:th the ordinary 
street system at one end, and _ the 
ordinary country road system at the other 
end, and the vehicles, belonging to private 
individuals, requiring no permanent 
charges and no staff, would, I believe, at a 
very cheap rate and with great rapidity 
actually convey from the door of the 
dwelling to the door of the workshop the 
workmen who had the good fortune to 
have their dwellings in the country. 
I have no right, especially at 
time, to develop 
to some minds, seem fanciful and 
imaginary. All I will say in conclusion 
is most seriously and earnestly to warn 


the House against the danger which I see | 


threatening it on both sides—the danger, 
I mean, of imagining that you make 
good legislative progress by _ intro- 
ducing big legislative measures. That is 
not my experience of the House of Com- 
mons. The hon. Gentleman who spoke 


on the first night of the debate from the | 
front bench opposite was one of the first | 
to taunt us with the incompleteness of | 


our scheme, and I took down the descrip- 
tion which the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Leicester gave of a Bill which 
should deal with the question of the 
housing of the working classes. “ A com- 
plete, substantial, and exhaustive solution ” 
—that, I think, was the description the 
hon. Gentleman gave. Well, Sir, this is 


a noble ideal, but the hon. Gentleman 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


I believe that electri- | 


this | 
ideas which may, | 


for saying that I think it is a bad one. 
'I suppose it was because the Liberal 
{Government which came into office in 
'1860 were occupied for six years in 
| framing a complete and exhaustive scheme 
that no Bill at all on this subject was 
brought forward, and that it was left to 
Lord Beaconsfield’s Government in 1867 
to pass an Act—Torrens’s Act—which, 
though not a complete and exhaustive 
Measure, was one which did some good, I 
think. Lord Beaconsfield went out of 
office in about a year, and for the next 
five years a Liberal Government was 
again contemplating this complete and 
exhaustive measure to deal with the 
housing of the working classes, and again 
no Bill was introduced until a humbler 
Government, a Government with more 
modest legislative schemes, came _ into 
power in 1874. I think it was in 1875 
that the first of Lord Cross’s Acts was 
passed_and in 1879 that the second of 
Lord Cross’s Acts was passed dealing 
with this question. Again a Government 
of ideals came into office, and from 1880 
to 1885 they were again in a state of con- 
templative gestation over this complete 
and exhaustive solution of the housing 


of the working classes problem ; 
and again nothing happened. Well, 


Sir, history repeated itself, and my right 
hon. friend the present President of the 
Board of Trade passed a Bill in 1890 
which in a great measure dealt with this 
question, and another measure hardly less 
important for the same end—I mean the 
end of obtaining sanitary dwellings—the 
| Public Health Act of 1891. Well, Sir, 
we went out of office, and again the 
Liberals came in with the same ideals; 
and then, I believe, the hon. Gentleman 
opposite, who spoke on the first night of 
this debate, was in the Liberal Govern- 
ment, and I suppose during the two or 
three years he was in office he was con- 
templating and preparing in his mind 
this complete and exhaustive measure, but 
not a word during the whole period of his 
office did he utter, so far as [ know, on 
this subject until he spoke the other 
night. It appears to me, Sir, that on the 
whole the modest policy is the best ; and 
| I have come to the conclusion that of the 
| two sides of the House, equally ardent in 
a great cause, the party which proceeds 
| by modest measures and step by step is the 
| party which does something, and that the 
party which is not content with any 
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measure which does not put forward a 
complete and exhaustive solution is a 
party which is predestined from the 
beginning to do nothing but make barren 
criticisms on the efforts of their oppo- 
nents. In these circumstances, Sir, I 
hope that both sides of the House, learn- 
ing by experience, will drop this species 
of rather petty attack on the so-called 
inadequacy of the measure, and will set 
themselves to work to pass into law what 
everybody recognises as areal and sub- 
stantial advance in the solution of the 
most important and at the same time 
most difficult question with which states- 
men have to deal. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale): The right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government Board 
declared in his speech that the local 
authorities throughout the country had 
the power to put in operation the provi- 


{17 May 1900} 
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other parts of these houses were occupied 
as we have been told houses in the East 
End are occupied. Having acquired the 
houses, I requested the medical officer of 
health to notify me to improve their sani- 
tary condition, to stop over-crowding, 
and to close the cellars as dwellings. 
That was done, and the power which the 
President of the Local Government Board 


referred to was put into operation in a most 





effective manner, and these houses, which 
at first were only fitted for demolition, 
were restored, overcrowding was stopped, 
and good sanitary conditions were esta- 
blished. If I as an individual was able, 
through the local authority, to perform 
such an immense service in that part of 
this particular borough, why cannot the 
President of the Local Government Board 
bring such pressure to bear on the local 
authorities as will compel, or induce, or 
persuade them to put that power into 
operation? I would suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman that the Local Govern- 


sions of the Housing of the Working | ment Board might periodically communi- 
Classes Act. I would suggest to the right | cate with the local authorities, especially 


hon. Gentleman a practical method by 
which he could aid very much the local 
authorities throughout the country in 





in large towns, and require them from 
time to time to furnish a Return of the 
number of houses in their locality which 


carrying out what they have now, as he| are unfitted for suitable and sanitary 


says and as I know from experience, 
power todo. In order to illustrate what 


the | 


| 


occupation. If this were done, the Local 
Government Board would find that the 


I mean I will relate an experience of my | Jocal authorities would be immensely 
own in connection with the improvement | strengthened in their efforts to compel the 


of property practically unfit for human 
habitation. I have had an intimate con- 
nection with an ancient borough in Lan- 
cashire, where I have endeavoured to 


| 


owners of property to improve it and bring 
it into a condition of conformity with the 
law. I thank the right hon. Gentleman 


|for this Bill, which will offer working 


improve the houses of the working people facilities to get out of the towns, 


classes, and especially to improve a certain 
property unfitted for human habitation. 
l endeavoured to move the local authori- 
ties to put into operation the powers 
which I knew they possessed. The local 
medical officer, who was a very sym- 
pathetic and enlightened officer in connec- 
tion with the improvement of the housing 
of the poor, directed the attention of the 
local authorities to the condition of this 
property, but nothing was done. I 
then acquired the property on a lease | 
for several years—a whole street of | 
houses standing back to back—from 
the respective landlords with very 
great difficulty, for they belonged | 
to owners some whom 


of lived | 


in the South of England. Finally I 
acquired this street, consisting of cellared | 
houses, all the cellars being occupied in a | 
manner too disgusting to describe. 
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| proving property. 
do not feel themselves free to take drastic 


but there is a great deal to be done 
between demolishing property and im- 
The local authorities 


measures, but if the Local Government 


|Board would bring pressure to bear on 


the local authorities I believe that 


property throughout the country would 
| be very much improved, to the great 
| benefit to the working classes. 


Mr. ROBSON : Having regard to the 


| wish expressed on both sides of the House, 
| particularly by those who are favourable 


to the suggestion contained in my Amend- 
ment, I shall not press it to a division, 


|and I ask leave of the House to with- 


draw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
U 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill 
read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


Supply —Civil 


UGANDA RAILWAY BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


7 


PUBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without amendment; read the third 
time, and passed. 


SUPPLY [4TH May]. 


Resolutions reported :— 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,165,083, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Inland Revenue 
Department.” 


2.“That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,243,605, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Post Office Services, 
the Expenses of Post Office Savings 
Bank, and Government Annuities and 
Insurances, and the Collection of the Post 
Office Revenue.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY [lltH May}. 
Resolutions reported :— 


CriviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENT. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£488,500, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Customs Department.” 
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2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£563,015, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the expenses of 
the Post Office Packet Service.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceedin 
£2,220,330, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the salaries and 
working expenses of the Post Office Tele- 
graph Service.” 


CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATEs. 


Cuass II. 


4. “That a sum, not _ exceeding 
£25,774, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Civil Service Com- 
mission.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£38,691, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General.” 


6. “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,197, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Registry of Friendly 
Societies.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First five Resolutions agreed to. 


Sixth Resolution, “That a sum, not 
exceeding £5,197, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Registry of 
Friendly Societies.” 
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*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
The other day I raised the question of 
compulsory shop clubs, but the Secretary 
to the Treasury requested me to postpone 
the matter until the Report stage. What 
I desire now is to move to reduce the 
Vote by £100 in order to get an explana- 
tion with regard to the action of 
the Registrar of Friendly Societies 
with regard to compulsory shop clubs. 
It is a question in which the friendly 
societies are taking a very great intvrest. 
As the House is aware, a Committee was 
appointed to consider this very question, 
but I believe that up to the present the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies has 
taken no action or has been unable to do 
so. These compulsory shop clubs, or 
thrift funds, are being established in 
large numbers in different parts of the 
country, and a large number of Private 
Bills this session have been introduced 
making provision for thrift funds or shop 
clubs. Some of them have a provision 


{17 May 1900} 








that no member must belong to any | 


other thrift society, which is found to be 
a very great hardship on members of 
friendly societies. There are other cases 
inwhich the members are not prevented 
from belonging to friendly societies, but 
it is obvious that in many cases a man 
may not be able to continue to pay 
a contribution to a society and also to 
the shop club. I think it is desirable 
that the Registrar of Friendly Societies 
should look into this matter and see that 
the rights of friendly societies and other 
bodies are protected, and if he has not 
now the power to reject or revise schemes 
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two schemes, with one of which I am 
intimately acquainted, and I will only 
refer to that. I must say that the hon. 
Member did not show me the courtesy 
of giving me any intimation that 
he was about to refer to that scheme. 
If he had, I should have been here 


to have answered him, and I was 
unavoidably absent on the occasion. 
The hon. Gentleman stated that 


considerable influence was used in Messrs. 
Andrew Knowles and Son’s collieries at 
Pendlebury to induce the workmen to 
accept the scheme in place of the Act, 
and further that the manager went to 
the pit bank and actually forced the men 
to go to the office and sign the con- 
tracting-out form, and that there had been 
nothing but friction and bad feeling since 
the scheme came into operation. I have 
received a letter from the manager in 
which he states that no undue influence 
was brought to bear on the men ; that, as 
a matter of fact, most of the men were 
satisfied and were better off under the 
scheme than if they had remained 
under the Act. He goes on to 
state that only about 14 per cent. 
of the workmen are outside the scheme, 
and that they include the men who are 
directly concerned in an _ opposition 
scheme promoted by the men’s trade 
union. Had it not been for the opposition 
of this clique, allthe men would have gladly 
joined the scheme. As a specimen of the 
influence used by the trade union officials 
I have here a circular which has been 
issued headed “ Fellow working men, be- 
ware! beware! beware!” It urges the 


for shop clubs or thrift funds, he should | men not to join the scheme, and con- 


have it given to him. I beg to move the 
reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£5,197,’ and insert ‘ £5,097’ 
instead thereof.” —(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘£5,197 ’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I wish to allude to a matter which is 
to some extent personal. On Friday 
evening last the hon. Member for 


Walthamstow moved in Committee a 
reduction of this Vote, in connection 
with the action of the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies, in sanctioning certain 
schemes under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act. 


The hon. Member alluded to 





| 


| 











cludes— 


“Let yéur answer be straight and to the 

oint—No! no! no! Do not be gulled! 

ave nothing whatever to do with such absurd 
proposals !” 


That is a specimen of the pressure brought 
to bear by these trade union officials on 
the men. My correspondent also states— 


‘“‘Mr. Wood’s figures as to the number of 
men are exaggerated. The number he givesas 
the result of the ballot referred to a first 
proposal, which was not carried any further, 
and which was entirely different from the 
scheme submitted to and certified by the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies, a fact of which 
I have no doubt Mr. Woods is aware. The 
statement that there has been nothing but 
friction and bad feeling since the scheme came 
into operation is utterly untrue. Ihave never 
heard of any dissatisfaction among the members 
of the society. There has, however, been an 
unconciliatory spirit shown by the men who 
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have remained outside the society, and litiga- 
tion has been resorted to by them on the 
slightest pretext, backed by the officials of the 
union. 

If the hon. Gentleman had made these 
statements outside the House of Commons 
it might have been possible to deai with 
them. One of thelocal leaders of the miners 
recently made somewhat similar state- 
ments ; an action was brought, and he—or, 
rather, the Miners’ Union on his behalf— 
had to pay £100 for libel. I should like to 
add that, after deducting about £30 for 
costs, the balance of the £100 was volun- 
tarily refunded to the union. I only wish 
that the hon. Member for Walthamstow 
would make his statements outside the 
House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
now going into a previous dispute which 
arose with some other person. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES: The hon. 
Member for Walthamstow happens to be 
associated with this particular person. 
With regard to the scheme which the 
hon. Gentleman has attacked, during the 
last twelve months the men have sub- 
scribed £1,600 to the fund and the 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 
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to be aware that it is a very general 
rule among friendly societies that 
their members should not belong to other 
societies, because if they belonged to 
several societies they might in time of 
sickness be getting more money than 
when in full work. It would be distinctly 
opposed to the interests of the friendly 
societies that anything of that kind should 
be allowed, and the Registrar in sanctioning 
such a provision has done nothing more 
than is done in the case of all friendly 
societies. 


*Mr. STRACHEY, in asking leave to 
withdraw his Amendment, said what he 
objected to was that the schemes under 
| which these clubs and thrift funds were 
| established were not submitted to the 
| Registrar of Friendly Societies, and the 
| Government ought to see to this. 
| Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
_asked if it were not illegal under the Act 
| of 1897 that a man should join a club 
| under a condition of hiring. 


| 
*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 





;} ton): These shop clubs are entirely 


employers have subscribed a similar sum, | distinct from schemes under the Act. It 
and compensation has been paid for all is illegal to make it a condition of hiring 
accidents which have occurred, including | that a man should join a scheme, but the 
all those for which compensation would | point raised by the hon. Member for 
not have been paid under the Act. In| South Somerset in the interests of 
order to show the excellent results— the friendly societies is that some of the 
| shop clubs impose a condition of hiring. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not prevent | The societies complain that the practice 
the hon. Gentleman from making a state- | inflicts a great injustice on them, and the 
ment in answer to one which he thought | point we wish to press on the right hon. 
reflected upon himself; but he is now | Gentleman is that the practice is unfair 
going altogether beyond the question | to the friendly societies and to the work- 
before the House. The hon. Member has | men. 
already said that the statements of which 


he complained are not founded on facts. Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Tus SECRETARY 1o tue TREA-| Resolution agreed to. 

SURY (Mr. Hansury, Preston): The | 

hon. Member for South Somerset said | QUARRIES BILL. 

that force had been used to make | Considered in Committee, and re- 
members join the shop clubs to ported; Bill, as amended, re-committed 
which he has directed attention. | for Friday, 25th May, and to be printed. 
That is a matter with which the Registrar | [Bill 220.] 

of Friendly Societies has nothing what- | 

ever to do and over which he has no ggyytTy COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT 
control. With regard to the hon. Gentle- (1891) AMENDMENT BILL. 

man’s statement that members of these 4, amended, considered ; to be read 
clubs are not allowed to be members of | the third time upon Monday next. 

other friendly societies, that is a matter’ 
over which the Registrar has control ; | 
but the hon. Gentleman does not seem’ 


Mr. Lees Knowles. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp. CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 

Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 


Central London Railway. 


: The same was ordered to lie on the 
, Table. 


i ALEXANDRA PARK—(PETITION FOR 
BILL). 


} The Order of yesterday referring the 
: Examiner’s Certificate of non-compliance 
} with the Standing Orders to the Standing 
f Orders Committee, discharged. 


f GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
s with Amendments. 


i FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
> WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [4.1]. 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
q reported with Amendments. 


7 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


f SUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


GLASTONBURY CORPORATION GAS 
BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS 


BILL [H.L.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 26th of 
February and the 4th of May last dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed. 
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MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL BILL. 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


NORTH 


SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER) BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 
BILL. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with tle 
Amendments agreed to. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order). 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICTS, 
ETC.) BILL [H.L.}. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2.) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.]. 








VOL. LXXXIII. [FourtH Serums. ] 





Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Reports and Papers relating to the 
Training Colleges of Scotland, for the year 
1899, 


Xx 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL | value, and the Committee recommended— 


RENTS). 
September, and October, 1899. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 10th May, 
1900, declaring that John Brand, post- 
man, Saffron Walden, Post Office De- 
partment, was appointed without a Civil 
Service certificate through inadvertence on 
the part of the Head of his Department. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 

The evidence taken before the Joint 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered 
except to Members of the Committee, and 
to such other persons as the Committee 
shall think fit, until further order. (No. 
85.) 


DIOCESAN RECORDS BILL [#.L.]. 
[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, this is a 
small, but I think your Lordships will 


admit a very desirable, Bill, for the purpose | 
of making provision for the better custody | 
It is prac- | 
tically founded on the Report of a Com- | 


and care of diocesan records. 


mittee over which the right rev. Prelate 
the Bishop of London presided, and 
which inquired into the arrangements at 
present made for the custody of these 
records. It appears from that Report 
that this matter is in a by no means 
satisfactory condition, and that many of 
the places in which these records are kept 
are not at all suitable and adequate for 
the purpose. Even in those particular 
cases where they are under the charge of 
the registrar, the latter, in many in- 
stances, has to keep them at his private 
office with other documents of a private 
character. It is quite obvious that con- 
siderable difficulty and confusion might 
arise at certain times from the fact 
that there is no proper place where 
these documents can be kept separ- 
ately. Many of these records are 


of great archeolegical and antiquarian 


|and the Bill attempts to carry out 
Return for the months of August, | 2 : - 


| recommendation—that in every instance, 
as opportunity occurs, proper places 
| should be arranged for the custody of 
| these records, and facilities given for their 
| being examined when required. It jg 
| obvious that no stereotyped rule can be 
| laid down, but that each case must be 
dealt with as circumstances require, 

Therefore it has been, thought desirable 
| to give the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
| power to make rules, and from time to 
| time to arrange what they think best in 

each individual case. The only other 
| point referred to in the Bill is that of 
| expense, and as the income from diocesan 
| property is paid to the common fund of 
| the Ecclesiastical Commissioners it is con- 
| sidered fit and proper that, unless the 
|Commissioners otherwise direct, the 
| expenses shall be borne by that fund, | 
| believe I am authorised to state that the 
| Ecclesiastical Commissioners _ entirely 
“approve of this measure, and I hope that 
| if itis passed this much-needed reform will 
| soon be carried out. I beg to move that 
' the Bill be read a second time. 


Moved, That the Bill be read a second 
| time.—( Lord Belper.) 


_ On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2* 

accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
|mittee of the whole House on Monday 
| next. 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [4.1.]. 
[INTRODUCTION. | 


| *THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
| My Lords, I have to ask your Lordships 
| to give a First Reading to a Bill to amend 
|the Volunteer Act of 1863. The Bill 
| makes two alterations in the law affecting 
|the Volunteer force, which I would ask 
| leave to explain in a very few words to 
your Lordships. In the first place, it 
| contains a new definition of the conditions 
under which the Volunteer force may be 
|called out for actual military serviee. 
| Section 17 of the Volunteer Act of 1863 
| runs as follows— 

“Tn case of actual or apprehended invasion 
of any part of the United Kingdom (the occa- 
sion being first communicated to both Houses 
‘of Parliament, if Parliament is sitting, 0 

declared in Council and notified by Proclama- 
| tion, if Parliament is not sitting) Her Majesty 
| may call out the Volunteer corps of the r 
| spective counties, or any of them, for actus! 
| military service.” 
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533 Volunteers 
[have no doubt that the words “in case 
of actual or apprehended invasion ” repre- 
gent correctly the idea prevalent when 
the Act was passed of the purpose for 
hich the Volunteer force was maintained 
snd of its place in the military system of 
thig country ; and I do not for a moment 
suggest that resistance to invasion is not 
the primary raison @étre of the Volunteer 
force. But it does seem to us that this 
reference to actual or apprehended in- 
vasion is a clumsy and inconvenient 
formula. I think it is clear that we 
might desire to call out the Volunteers 


foractual military service at some moment | 


of great international tension, when it 
was not at all advisable or desirable to 
proclam to the whole world that we 
apprehend invasion of any part of the 
United Kingdom. We propose, aecord- 
ingly, to substitute for the words to which 
Ihave referred the words which are used 
inthe Reserve Forces Act, 1882, and in the 
Militia Act of the same year—namely, “in 
case of imminent national danger or great 
emergency.” When the law has been thus 
amended, the liability of the Volunteer 
will remain limited by these two condi- 
tions. He will be liable to be called upon 
for actual military service when the ex- 
istence of an emergency has been pro- 
¢laimed, and he will be liable only within 
the limits of the United Kingdom. So 
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illustration of the manner in which, in our 
anticipation, this provision might operate. 
The whole Volunteer force, as your Lord- 
ships are probably aware, has a place in 
the schemes which have been prepared 


for the defence of the United 
Kingdom. Now, it seems to me 
quite conceivable that we might 


wish, in certain circumstances which we 
can easily imagine, to be able to place a 
| part of the Volunteer force quietly and 
| unostentatiously in those _ particular 
| fortresses or at those vulnerable points at 
| which their place would be found when 
hostilities had actually broken out, and 
| to be able to do this without calling out 
'the whole of the Volunteer force. It 
‘is with that object that we take powers 
'to accept the services of Volunteers 
| who may assume the liability of coming 
out at a time when the proclamation of 
/emergency has not yet been issued. 
| Then there is a different contingency. 
' In a case where hostilities have actually 
broken out and are in progress beyond 
the limits of the United Kingdom, ‘we 
think it highly probable that a part of 
_thé Volunteer force will desire to do what 
| they have lately been doing, and make 
| some contribution to the forces employed 
'in the field. Our recent experience in 
| this respect has been very remarkable. 
| The Volunteer foree—and I do not think 











faras the whole Volunteer force is con-| we can give them sufficient credit.for it— 
cerned, we have no idea of getting rid of | have contributed no less than sixty-five 
these restrictions, but we believe there | service companies, with the necessary 
are many Volunteers who will be very | drafts, companies which are at this 
glad to eome up for service even when | moment serving with the Line battalions 
there has been no proclamation of emer-|to which they are affiliated in South 
gency, and on occasion beyond the limits | Africa. We have also seen a very mag- 
ofthe United Kingdom. If that is right, | nificent force of 1,500 men who have been 
and if we should be justified in accepting | sent as Volunteers, representing the 
services profféred in this manner, I think | Volunteer force of this great city ; and I 
itis clear that we should do well to ascer- | may tell your Lordships that the manner 
tain beforehand what Volunteers are ready | in which these men have conducted 
to come forward, and to arrive at some | themselves in the field has elicited the 
inderstanding as to the part which they | warm approval and admiration of the 
night be called upon to play, and also to| generals under whom they have been 
see that in point of military and physical | serving. In our anticipation, if similar 
diciency they are fit for the special | circumstances were again to occur it is 
duties which they might be called upon | likely that the Volunteers would again 
te assume. Therefore we propose in | desire to bear the same honourable part ; 
this Bill to take powers under which the | and if we are to look forward to their 
Volunteers will be able to enter into an | doing so it is desirable that the necessary 
agreement which will render them liable | arrangements should not be left, as they 
to service at any time whether a procla- | necessarily were left on this occasion, to be 
mation of emergency has been issued or | improvised at the last moment, but that 
not, and in any part of the world, whether | we should make them beforehand and not 
within or witheut the limits of the United | in the midst of the hurry and confusion 
Kingdom. I will give your Lordships an | which are inseparable from the prepara- 
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tion of a great armed force. We think 
that we should know beforehand what 
number of men we can count upon, where 
they are to be found, and what degree of 
efficiency they have attained. We take 
power, therefore, as I explained to your 
Lordships a moment ago, to agree with 
Volunteers to come forward for service in 
any part of the world, whether within or 
without Her Majesty’s dominions. I 
cannot insist too much upon this; that 
the arrangement which we contemplate is 
one which is entirely optional: with the 
Volunteers themselves. We propose to 
accept the services only of those who 
desire to offer their services, and in the 
rules which we shall make in order to 
give effect to this Bill we intend that it 
shall be made perfectly clear that any 
Volunteer who joins what I suppose will 
be called the Special Service Section of 
his battalion should be free to leave it 
and to divest himself of his obligation on 
giving a reasonable notice to the military 
authorities. The only other explanatory 
observation which I will add is this : that 
we have prepared this Bill in consulta 
tion with a number of representative 


Volunteer officers, and that we have every | 


reason to believe that the measure is one 
acceptable to the force because it will 
give them an opportunity of rendering 
again the very signal service which they 
have recently rendered, and of rendering 
it under conditions more convenient to 
the War Department and to themselves. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
first time.—(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I should be doing very wrong if I 
were to criticise this Bill merely upon 
the statement which the noble Marquess 
has made—very clearly, no doubt—of its 
provisions. but there is one proposal, 
the one to which he last referred—namely, 
the creation of a set of Volunteers under 
special liabilities to serve abroad—which 
seems to me a very serious one; and 
without in the least saying that it may 
not be found upon examination to be a 
wise measure, | wish to say a word of 
caution concerning it. I think there is a 
great deal of danger in using the Volun- 
teers for purposes for which they were 
not originally intended. As the noble 


Marquess said, the intention has always 
been that the Volunteers should be a 
body to be called out when the United 


The Marquess of Lansdowne, 
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| Kingdom was in special danger. Yoq 
| have, of course, always been ready to 
| accept the voluntary services of Militia 
| battalions abroad, although Militiamep 
|are not obliged to serve out of this 
‘country ; and therefore, no doubt, you 

have a Militia Reserve which is a very 

useful body. But whether it is wise to, 
| extend this provision to the Volunteers 
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| and piace them under entirely new con- ding in 
| ditions, I feel some doubt. I can quite fy YOU" 
| conceive that at the present time, when” I 
‘there is a natural enthusiasm in the getport o! 
‘country owing to the war, there may be pl Uni 
‘avery strong desire to have some new! ks Lo 
| arrangement of this kind, but we have tof lend te 
‘consider the state of affairs which wil] Modes act 
prevail in time of peace ; and I have some jf" Th 
Alu. 









fear lest the provision in the Bill should 
tend to discourage and not to encourage 
'the enlistment of Volunteers in time of 
|peace. This particular provision of the 
| Bill, therefore, ought to receive careful 
consideration ; but I must by no means. 
be understood to have examined it care 
‘fully or to have formed any definite 
| opinion upon it. 


THe Eart oF NORTHBROOK: | 
‘trust that on the Second Reading stage 
the noble Marquess will be able to state 
/somewhat more clearly what the plans 
| of the Government are for increasing the 
| military forces of the country. At the 

beginning of this session the noble 

| Marquess said—and his contention was 
| accepted, I think, by the House—that in 
‘the middle of the war it was not desirable 
to make any general proposals respecting 
| the military strength of the country ; but 
it seems to me that the Bill the First 
| Reading of which he has now moved 
| respecting the Volunteers does touch that 
‘question. Therefore I think the Second 
| Reading stage might provide a con 
venient opportunity for the noble Mar- 
| quess to state more clearly what course 
| the Government intend to take in respect 
|of the military forces of the country 
generally, and especially with reference to 
the Militia. 
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On Question, agreed to. 

accordingly and to be printed. 

MILITARY LANDS BILL [1.1]. 
[INTRODUCTION. | 


*Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, the main object of the Bil 
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na nding in that direction will be received 
yuite My your Lordships in a sympathetic 
rhen pitt. Iwill state in a few words the 
the qatport of the principal provisions of the 
. , Mp. Under the existing law the Public 
new @/orks Loan Commissioners have powers 
e toe lend to Volunteer corps or to local 
wil qodies acting on their behalf money for 
ie purpose of purchasing or acquiring 








iildings, and with rifle ranges. 












om: Se a : : 

- ind. ‘This Bill contains a clause which 
rage gables the Commissioners to make 
e og gous for the purposes of erecting 


the #uldings on the land, or for the _pur- 
efyqme of adapting it to military 
sans qs. There is another clause which 
are qatends to urban district councils the 
nitegmwers now possessed by county and 
wrough councils under the Military 
lands Act, 1892—the powers, namely, of 
. [purchasing iand for Volunteer corps and 

» |i borrowing money for the purpose. 
tate § Jere is another clause of some importance 
ans g*lich gives to all councils already having 
the (power to buy land for military purposes 
the ge power of hiring it, and of hiring it 
‘ble @ather by agreement or by compulsion. 
was. frankly confess that I shall not 
jn surprised if when we come to 
bie iiscuss the details of the Bill some 
ing axeeption may be taken to the pro- 
but qsal that there should be such a thing 
‘rst @8 the compulsory hiring of land for mili- 
vel gy purposes. But I have looked into 
hat que matter, and I have considered the safe- 
nd @gards which are provided by the statutes 
inder which we propose to proceed ; and 






on- 
ar-§! am not without hope of being able to 
rse @OnVince your Lordships that there is no 
ect gason for apprehension with regard to 
ry quis point. We propose that when there 
tog8 a compulsory hiring the procedure 
should be that laid down in the Local 
Government Act of 1894 for the compul- 
j§ry hiring oi land for allotments. I 
g,) @elieve I am right in saying that in the 
case of allotments it has been found ex- 
tremely advantageous to have this 
recourse to compulsory powers in the 
tackground, and I think the same thing 
: may happen when the case of acquiring 
lind for rifle ranges arises. You may 
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ich I now ask your Lordships to read | find that you are face to face with a reluc- 
frst time is to give local authorities | tant owner, or with a body of trustees 
ities for assisting Volunteer corps in| having exaggerated ideas as to their 
widing themselves with the necessary | duties under their trust, and who may 
Know- | possibly wreck all your attempts to 
7 the interest which has been on several 
xasions expressed in this House as to | 
je question of rifle ranges for the / necessary that as a last resort we should 
dlunteers, I feel sure that any proposals | have compulsory powers to fall back upon. 
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provide suitable land for a rifle range. I 
| think, therefore, that it is absolutely 


| I may remind your Lordships that under 
| the provisions of the Local Government 
| Act, 1894, ample safeguards against abuse 
| are provided. The procedure laid down 
/in the Act of 1894 in the case of the 
"acquisition of land for allotments requires 
| that there shall be, in the first place, a 
| public inquiry by the county council; then 
| that there shall be a reference to arbitra- 
| tion in regard to disputed points ; after 
| that, that there shall be an appeal to 
| the Local Government Board, who are to 
| institute a second inquiry, after which 
'the decision is to be given. In addition 
‘to that, in the Allotments Act of 1887, 
|some of the clauses of which are em- 
| bodied in the Local Government Act, 
| 1894, there is a provision exempting 
'from the operation of the Act parks, 
_ gardens, and pleasure grounds. I hope, 
therefore, if this clause passes, that 
| all risk of injustice to private owners is 
‘effectually guarded against. The other 
‘clauses of the Bill are clauses in 
which the War Office and the Admiralty 
'are both interested. The object of the 
remaining clauses is: to give the Admi- 
ralty the same power of making bye laws 
for an area used for artillery or rifle 
| practice as may be exercised under the 
| existing law by the War Office; to re- 
|move some difficulties which have been 
experienced in working Section 3 of the 
Artillery and Rifle Ranges Act, 1885, 
under which bye-laws can be made for land 
_ adjoining the sea or a tidal water; to ex- 
tend the power of taking land which is 
given by the Military Lands Act, 1892, 
_so as to make it clear that land includes 
| the bed of the sea or any tidal water, and 
| certain rights connected with the use of 
|land. These are the technical provisions 
_ of the Bill; but, as I said at the outset of 
| my observations, its main object is to 
| encourage co-operation between local 
authorities and Volunteer corps for the 
| purpose of providing the latter with rifle 
| ranges and the buildings which are essen- 
tial to their use for military purposes. 


| Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
| first time.—(Zhe Marquess of Lansdowne.) 
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Tue Eart or MEATH: My Lords, I| probably be considered at a general meet- ees 

congratulate the noble Marquess on the | ing of the County Councils Association ina &§ which 
two excellent Bills he has to-day intro-| few days, and I think it is exceedingly Mf Volunte 
duced. But if, as the noble Marquess at | probable that the association will look ff ing ther 
the head of the Government told us in a/ favourably upon the proposals. I may Mf most. cé 
most spirited speech the other day, it is | observe that on Monday last the Hamp- § yhat I 
desirable that we should as a nation make | shire County Council, of which I have the eo-opera 
ourselves thoroughly acquainted with the | honour to be chairman, also passed Mf the Vol 
use of the rifle, it is necessary to remem- | a unanimous resolution in favour of the sided, 1 
ber that there are large numbers. of | proposal to give to county councils and Mf the rate 
persons who, however patriotic, are| borough councils the power of hiring 

unable to become Volunteers, and that | land for rifle ranges and of applying the THE 
means must be taken for training our | compulsory powers given by the Local * a 
lads in arms and the use of the rifle. If|Government Act of 1894 in respect of die 
we are to become a nation of riflemen, | allotments to the hiring of such ranges, The pro 
the sooner our lads begin to handle arifle | But I hope the noble Marquess, when he sand - 
the better. Young fellows who could| moves the Second Reading of this to hire 
not become Volunteers would thus, in an | Bill, will make it clear from what @ °°" 
emergency, be available fordefence. The | sources the funds for the hiring and equip- ay I fin 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State | ment of rifle ranges will be obtained. in feelin 
for War has been very kind in listening | There is a very general opinion, I think, seach 
to me several times on this subject, and | that a matter like this, which really con- local rat 
I know that in his heart of hearts he is | cerns the general defence of the country, emg 
very anxious indeed to do all he possibly | should not be paid for out of rates upon rere 
can in this direction. But as an old | real property only, but that the expense wealth | 
yovernment clerk, I know how difficult | should be met out of general revenues. peicnel 
it is for Government officials to be -recep- | The noble Marquess on a former occasion wwe 
tive of new ideas and to throw off the indicated—I do not say with absolute § SS 
trammels of red tape. An instance is | clearness, but he gave a strong indication J fault} 
given by a gentleman in the eastern |—that that was his view; but a state- the caus 
counties who wrote to Zhe Times on the | ment to that effect on the Second Reading national 
18th May to recount his experience with | would make a very considerable difference pom a 
the War Office in an attempt to form a to the manner in which the proposals in strongly 
body of sixty-five riflemen. He received | the Bill will be received by local authori- _—- 
very little encouragement, and I know | ties. I do not mean to say that local the est 
the same thing has happened in other | bodies will not be ready to pay all the from it 
cases. I am bound to say that I do not | expenses which are necessary to carry out of them 
believe the noble Marquesshassurrendered | the local inquiries, but there will be great the rate 
to red-tape influence, having regard to | objections to putting a heavy charge on Viscc 
the magnificent manner in which the War | the rates for the hiriiig and equipment of that rifl 
Office has come out of this war; and I | ranges. directio 
hope that he will seriously consider the} * Tye Marquess or LANSDOWNE: noble 
point I have raised—namely, whether the In reference to what has just fallen from Perenc 
lads in this country should not receive 'the noble Earl opposite, I may, perhaps, use of r 
some small encouragement in the matter |make two observations. I heard with to Volu 
of rifle shooting and drill at the hands of ' great pleasure his remarks with regard to require 
Her Majesty’s Government. | the action of the committee to which heg ble \ 

*THE Earn or NORTHBROOK: My | referred. The noble Earl was good enough On G 
Lords, this subject has been considered to | to speak tome about this matter earlier accordir 
a considerable extent by representatives | in the session, and I am glad to admit 
of the county councils. An association | that I am indebted to him for a partat PUBL 
called the Counties Volunteer Develop-| any rate of the proposals which are e- 
ment Association appointed a committee | bodied in this Bill, and my desire to pro- UG! 
to inquire into it, and to suggest amend- | ceed with them was greatly strengthened Brou. 
ments in the law which would facilitate | from the knowledge that they had the and to | 
the hiring of rifle ranges for Volunteers, | support of the very influential body over 
and the particular proposals which the | which he presides. With regard to the 
noble Marquess has introduced into this | suggestion that the expense of these local 
Bill have received the unanimous | rifle ranges should fall not only on the 
approval of that committee. They will | local rates. but in part on the public funds, 
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[have on a former occasion stated that I 
had at my disposal a considerable sum 
which we propose to distribute to 
Volunteer corps for the purpose of assist- 
ing them in obtaining local ranges. It is 
most certainly our intention to adopt 
what I may describe as the principle of 
wo-operation between the War Office and 
the Volunteer corps, the latter being 
sided, no doubt, by contributions from 
the rates. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: I do 
not think the noble Marquess has quite 
met the objection of my noble friend. 
The proposal in this Bill, so far as I under- 
stand it, is that the county councils are 
to hire rifle ranges, in some cases 
exercising compulsory powers. I must 
say I entirely concur with the noble Earl 
in feeling great jealousy of the expenses 
of such operations being charged on the 
local rates. There is far too great a dis- 


position to place upon local rates—which | 


means upon only one portion of the 
wealth of this country—what are really 
national charges. This is not a local 
matter. Local rates are continually in- 
creasing, not because the administration 
is faulty, though that may sometimes be 
the cause, but because charges which are 
national charges are put upon them ; and 
Iam sure that the county councils will 
strongly dislike any fresh charge for rifle 
ranges. I am not wishing to discourage 


the establishment of rifle ranges—far | 4 t i 
| friendly advice on this matter. 


from it; but I do think that the expense 
of them ought not to fall in any case upon 
the rates. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH: It seemslikely 
that rifle clubs will be springing up in all 
directions, and I would suggest to the 
noble Marquess that difficulty may be ex- 
perienced by these clubs in obtaining the 
use of rifle ranges which are appropriated 
to Volunteer corps. They will certainly 
require some place to shoot in, Has the 
noble Marquess considered this point ? 


Bill read 1¢ 


On Question, agreed to. 
(No. 87.) 


accordingly ; and to be printed. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) BILL 
(No. 88). 
UGANDA RAILWAY BILL (No. 89). 
Brought from the Commons; read 14 ; 
and to be printed. 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Five of the clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter past Eleven of 
the clock. 


{18 May 1900} Edwurd VI.) Schools Bill. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 18th May, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [Lords}. [BY 
ORDER. ] 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I rise to move the first 
portion of the Instruction which stands in 
my name in regard to the Birmingham 
Schools Bill. On Tuesday last a sugges- 
tion that I should not move the Instruc- 
tion was made to me openly in this House 
by my right hon. friend the Member for 
West Birmingham, and I am sure that, in 
speaking on this subject, the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke as a Member for the 
City of Birmingham and not in his 
capacity as a Minister of the Crown. 
Whether as Member or Minister I have 
great respect for his opinions, except on 
the question of the Charity Commission, 
and that is the one subject in the whole 
world in regard to which I claim to have 
greater knowledge than the right hon. 
Gentleman. He has filled high offices 
with distinction, but I do not know that 
he has ever aspired to be a member of the 
Charity Commission. I therefore feel 
that I am justified in disregarding 57 
If 
had not taken this opportunity of moving 
the Instruction, I should have enabled the 
promoters to take advantage of their own 
wrong-doing, in proposing to deal by 
means of a Private Bill with a matter 
which ought to have been dealt with in a 
Public Bill. Such a Bill could have been 
drafted in one clause. It would have 
been sufficient to provide that, wherever, 
in the protection clauses of the law affect- 
ing charitable trusts the words “ England 
and Wales” appear, we should insert the 
words, “ but not in Birmingham.” How- 
ever short that Bill might have been, it 
would at any rate have given an oppor- 
tunity for discussion—under our cautious 
constitution it would have afforded many 
opportunities for discussion of this matter, 
and it would not have permitted the 
Bill to be rushed through. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: The question whether 


\this matter ought to be dealt with by 


Public or Private Bill was open to be dis- 
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cussed on the Second Reading, and was, 
indeed, discussed at length by the bon. 
Member who inaugurated the debate. 
But it does not now arise, and the hon. 
Gentleman must confine his remarks to 
the Instruction. 


Birmingham (King 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON : I was merely 
pointing out that, as the promoters 
had elected to proceed by the 
dark and devious ways of Private 
Bill legislation, I could not neglect the 
opportunity of attacking them when they 
came into the open. If the House had 
rejected the Bill in toto on Tuesday, the 
result would have been that the link 
which exists at present between the 
oe of the school and the Charity 

ommission would have remained un- 
broken. But both parties desire a separa- 
tion on account of incompatibility of tem- 
per. The House last Tuesday granted 
the separation, and gave the custody of 
posterity to the Board of Education. I 
now ask the House to consider the specific 
points dealt with in the clause mentioned 
in my Instruction, and to say under what 
conditions control should in future be 
exercised. In spite of their ingratitude, 
in spite of their rather surprising de- 
nunciation, the Charity Commissioners 
are determined to do their duty by the 
foundation to the very last. We do not 
oppose Clause 24—the clause which 
transfers this fractious and ungrateful 
child from our keeping to that of the 
Board of Education. We only ask this 
House to affirm that those who have the 
future control of the corpus of the capital 
of the foundation should have the powers 
which the long experience of the Charity 
Commission has shown to be necessary 
for the purposes of that control. If this 
Instruction is carried what will be the 
position ? The Governors will have, under 
the Board of Education, precisely the 
same powers of dealing with their pro- 
perty as are given to the trustees of any 
charity throughout the country by the 
general law. They will be able to grant 
leases up to twenty-one years without 
interference. They will be able to choose 
their own tenants, to evict them if ever 
that has to be done, and to make what 
terms with them they may think fit. They 
will be able to perform all the duties of a 
landlord, to pay for repairs and improve- 
ments, to collect their rents, and if any 
surplus is left after covering all expendi- 
ture, they will be able to devote it to the 

Mr. Speaker. 
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proper purposes of the trust. Under the 
Bill as amended, so far as dealing with 
their income is concerned, they will not 
Le interfered with at all. But if they 
exceed their income, if they find it 
necessary to borrow, if they endeavour to 
alienate for long periods the property of 
the foundation, if they endeavour to 
mortgage the rights of the future for the 
temporary interests of the present, then 
under the Bill as I propose it shall be 
amended power will be given to pull 
them up. Is there any Member of this 
House who will say that they ought not 
to be pulled up under such conditions? It 
is suggested that this great foundation of 
governors ought to be masters in their 
own house. I reply to that that it is not 
their own house—they are merely the 
temporary occupants in trust for futurity. 
It will be said that the clauses as they 
now stand would retain an outside body 
with full powers to restrain the long 
alienation of the trust property. If that 
is so, then I am satisfied, and the result 
of passing the Bill in its present form will 
be that the governors will escape from the 
whips of the Charity Commission to fall 
under the scorpions of the Board of 
Education. It is no use their coming 
whimpering to this House to complain of 
the action of the Board of Education. 
That Board is protected by Government 
whips, and its spokesmen sit upon the 
Treasury Bench. The Charity Com- 
mission, on the contrary, has to rely on the 
justice of its case put foward in faltering 
accents from the back benches—it has to 
rely upon the unprejudiced intelligence 
of this House. The promoters of 
this Bill have had a very watchful eye 
upon this state of things. They saw the 
scorpions, and they took precautions in 
these clauses that the scorpions should 
not sting when they bowed their proud 
heads. They took care when _ they 
accepted control of the Board of Eduea- 
tion that it should not be an effective 
contrel. They were ready that the rod 
should remain in the cupboard, but they 
took charge of the keys of that cupboard. 
What is the effect of the clauses referred 
to in my Instruction? The Board of 
Education are not to exercise their 
powers to restrain improvidence unless 
they are called upon to do so by three of 
the governors, who must have been pre- 
sent at the meeting at which a resolution 
was. passed to dispose of any of the 
estates of the foundation. I may be told 








545 


that 
would 
No de 
work | 
but I 

came 

would 
do yo 
dwell 
pared 
gentle 
menta 
House 
would 
three 

selves 
appell 
if the 
would 
in the 
therel 
Board 
any ¢1 
the ch 
the e1 
Board 
metho 
by wh 
a con 
delay. 
decisic 
facts a 
the B 
metho 
a grea 
as Is 
having 
specifi 
contro 
sion hi 
Let m 
It is 

settle 

facts 1 
this fc 
¢corpor 
simply 
had 1 
amoun 
From | 
not ge 
we shc 
schedu 
howev 
order 

sealed 
will gs 
horse 

delay. 
from t 








eS OOO SS 


or YT at en 


—_— 











Birmingham (King 


545 


that there are outside governors who 
would exercise an independent judgment. 
No doubt these gentlemen would do good 
work from an educational point of view, 
but I question very much if, when they 


came to deal with estate matters, they | 
would not be met with the query, “ What | 


do you know about these things? You 
dwell outside Birmingham.” I am pre- 


pared to adopt with regard to these) 


gentlemen any epithet, however compli- 
mentary, which the imagination of this 
House could suggest, but I do say it 
would be very hard indeed to find 
three governors prepared to put them- 
selves in 


appellants against their colleagues. And 


if they did appeal, look at the delay that | 


would ensue. Consols might fall in value 
in the interval, and the blame for the loss 
thereby caused would be put upon the 
Board of Education, although I doubt if 
any eredit would be given to it should 
the change in the value be favourable to 
the endowment. I do not ask that the 
Board of Education should use our 


methods, if they can devise better ones | 


by which they can come to a decision on 
a complicated tissue of facts without 
delay. Of course, they might give their 
decision first, and collect and consider the 


facts afterwards, but I do not believe that | 


the Board of Education will adopt that 
method of satisfying the requirements of 
agreat city like Birmingham, although, 


as I shall show, we are blamed for not | 


having adopted that course. It was 


specifically alleged the other day that the | 
control exercised by the Charity Commis- | 


sion had caused great delay in the past. 
Let me state the facts without comment. 
It is said that we took six months to 
settle a certain matter. What are the 
facts? In January, 1899, the governors of 
this foundation asked leave to sell some 
corporation rent charges. We inquired 
simply: “ Which do you mean,” for they 
had many such charges of different 
amounts created by different debentures. 
From January until 15th July we could 
not get the details which it was necessary 
we should have before we could fill in the 
schedule to the order. On the 15th July, 
however, the details arrived, and the 
order of leave to sell was signed and 
sealed by the Ist August. The House 
will see, therefore, which is the right 
horse to saddle with the blame for the 
delay. These are but smooth pebbles 


from the brook with which I have to arm 
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| myself for a conflict like this. I ask the 
|indulgence of the House while I say a 
| word or two in defence of the most 
| capable, willing, obliging, hard-worked, 
and hard-working permanent officials of 
my Department. They perform the very 
thankless office of the policeman, and, 
like him, they have a right to ask that 
they should be treated with respect. The 
work that they have to do is put upon 
them by Parliament, and surely Parlia- 
ment will resent anything which would 
hamperthem inthe doing of it. If anything 
has been said in the heat of debate which 
could pain these officials by reflecting 
upon their fearless and impartial dis- 
'charge of their duties, I am sure the 
House will refuse to believe that it has 
been said with deliberate intention. 
Perhaps I may be allowed to give 
the House one instance to show 
‘the overworked condition of the 
|Charity Commission. Three or four 
years ago, on a Wednesday, early in the 
year, I had the honour of walking up 
| Whitehall with a Cabinet Minister, and [ 
had the pleasure of pointing out to him 
i that, while all the other Government 
offices in Whitehall were dark and 
deserted, and their occupants gone home 
|to a well-earned rest, the Charity Com- 
mission was still lighted up. It was the 
one bright spot of activity and light in a 
deserted official world. Unfortunately 
that Cabinet Minister was not the 
Colonial Seeretary, or else I should have 
been tempted then, as now, to ask him in 
and show him round. In conclusion, I 
will state briefly what is the issue on 
which I ask the House to divide. This 
is a question which has nothing in the 
world to do with educational powers or 
educational management. Although hon. 
Members may have some confused idea 
| that it is an educational matter, it deals 
|merely with proper precautions for the 
| protection of capital meant for all time. 
|The Board of Education say that they 
/can protect the capital with the limita- 
| tions on their powers suggested in these 
clauses. I propose to remove those limi- 
| tations, for the reason that the Board 
of Education have not the knowledge of 
the waywardness of the governors of 
| this great foundation which the Charity 
'Commission have had very painful ex- 
| experience of. The Board of Education 
is young and hopeful ; perhaps it is over- 
confident in its powers. The Charity 
Commission is not young, but it is ex- 
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perienced, and I.would ask the House to 
accept the advice of the older body, and 
to say that the frailties of human nature 
which exist everywhere else may exist 
also in Birmingham. We at the Charity 
Commission know that the powers which 
we have should be strengthened and not 
weakened if the governors are to be 


restrained from damaging for the sake of | 


the present the inheritance of the future. 
I ask the House by its vote to repudiate 
the doctrine which has been laid down so 


openly and unblushingly that we can | 


’ wash our hands of the future and leave 
posterity to take care of itself. 


*Sir F. S. POWELL (Wigan): I) 


second this motion, because I have had | 


an intimate connection with some of our 
grammar schools since the Act of 1869 


was passed, and I am able to say that to | 


my own knowledge the Charity Com- 
mission has done good work in connection 


with these schools, at any rate in the) 


West Riding of Yorkshire. When it was 
instituted many of those schools were in 
a state of weakness and discredit. 


our county, and they are 
great service for the cause of 
education. The Commission has no 
doubt committed errors. It may have 
caused annoyance by paying too great 


attention to pedantic details, and by in- | 
sisting upon points not worth the time | 


and trouble involved. But that is the 
worst that can be said of it, and I cannot 
see why Birmingham, great as it is, 
should have special and separate legisla- 
tion in this matter. I contend that these 
institutions ought not to be allowed to 
alienate their property without the 
sanction of some central authority. I am 
sure that in bygone days munch property 


has been alienated in an unwise and most | 


inconvenient manner. I think I may 
venture to compare this great institution 
at Birmingham with Christ’s Hospital 
and St. Paul’s School. Both of those in- 
stitutions are under the jurisdiction of a 
central authority as regards alienation, 
and many of our other ‘public schools are 


also under like statutory limitations. | 


Again, our municipal corporations cannot, 
under the Act of 1882, alienate a single 


yard of land without the consent of the | 


Treasury, while the College Estates of 
Oxford and Cambridge are subject to the 
consent of the Board of Agriculture 
being obtained before there can be any 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 


They | 
are now strong, they are an honour to' 


doing | 
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alienation. In the case of clerical 
corporations, too, the sanction of a central 
authority has to be obtained, and I 
venture to say that it is desirable, in the 
interests of all institutions, that there 
should be no power to alienate property 
without the consent of some central 
| authority. That, I take it, is the real 
point at issue to-day. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
'“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Birmingham (King Edward 
| the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords] to omit 
| Clauses 16 and 25.”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): My hon. friend who 
| moved this mot.on has referred to me as 
a Member for Birmingham, and _ he 
| stated truly that when I speak on a 
| Private Bill in which my own constituency 
is strongly interested, I speak simply as 
a Member for Birmingham, and do not 
commit the Government of which I 
happen to be a member. That amount 
of liberty has always, I believe, been 
allowed even to a Cabinet Minister. My 
hon. friend has appealed to me to re- 
pudiate the impression which appears to 
have been conveyed somewhere by what 
I said on a previous occasion, that | 
intended to make a disagreeable and 
critical observation upon the persons com- 
posing the permanent staff of the Charity 
Commission. I need .hardly say that, 
whatever I might have said, I certainly 
did not intend to imply any personal con- 
demnation of those gentlemen. In every- 
thing I have said, and in everything I 
have to say, I deal with the institution, 
and not with the individuals who, either 
as clerks or as Commissioners, may be 
concerned in its administration. I am 
surprised that any feeling should have 
been aroused by the remarks I made in 
reply to my hon. friend, because I have 
‘always thought that a corporation such 
as this which I have been criticising 
was for physical reasons quite incapable 
of resenting an injury of that kind. 
My hon. friend will recollect, [ am sure, a 
saying of Sydney Smith’s with regard to 
some gentleman whom he thought to be 
of a generally irreverential disposition, 
and of whom he said that he believed he 
would speak disrespectfully of the equator. 
My hon. friend puts me in the same cate- 
gory ; he believes I am capable of speak- 
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ing disrespectfully of the Charity Com- | 
mission. I admit the soft impeachment. 

I cannot help it ; my experience has been | 
such that even if the House has not had | 
reason to complain of its procedure, the 
City of Birmingham certainly has. My | 
hon. friend said that the Charity Com- | 
mission was buffeted on account of its | 
virtues, and its great virtue was that it | 
restrained improvidence. How does he | 
prove that? He proves it by showing 
that at three o'clock in the morning the | 
Charity Commission was burning gas | 
when every other office was in darkness. 

My hon. friend has referred to the pre- | 
vious debate, and has stated that he now 
has facts with reference to the case I 


cited as showing the great inconvenience 


caused by the interference of this body 
with the local affairs of Birmingham. I 
do not know who supplied him with the 
facts, but I can only say that my in- 
formation is entirely distinct from his. The 
facts, as I am told, are that in January, 
1899, application was made by the governors 
for the sale of certain rent-charges to pro- 
vide funds for the establishment of a girls’ 
school. It was not until August that, 
having considered the application of 
the governors, the Charity Com- 
mission approved of the transaction. 
They then came in with a theory of 
their own. They said, “ You are going 
to build a girls’ school at an expense of 
£35,000. We will not give our authority 
for this transaction, of which we have 
approved, but we will withhold our autho- 
rity until you have agreed with us that this 
capital expenditure of £35,000 should be 
provided by an annual payment of about 
£1,100 to be continued for thirty years.” 
The governors protested. They said this 
was capital expenditure, and that to take 
from the annual funds of the charity 
£1,100 per annum would either make it 
necessary to delay the establishment of 
this great girls’ school or it would seriously 
limit the number of children who could 
be taught within its walls. That discus- 
sion went on for twelve months altogether. 
It arose also in another case, with the de- 
tails of which I will not trouble the House, 
known as the Jamaica Road property, and 
in the second case the matter was settled 
by the City Clerk of Birmingham taking 
it into his own hands, telling the Charity 
Commissioners they had gone absolutely 
beyond their powers and had no right to 
interfere, making the sale and paying the 
money over to the governors. Some twelve 
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months after that action had been taken by’ 
the City Clerk, the Commissioners, whohad' 
refused all this time to bring the matter: 
forward in a position in which an appeal 
could be had to the law courts on the. 
subject of their authority, finally agreed: 
to a compromise, which, I think, the 
governors very foolishly assented to, in 
which they agreed to pay, not £1,100, 
but £160 a year as a sinking fund. In 
the Jamaica Road case the Commissioners, 
raised another difficulty, which caused a. 
great deal of correspondence and a con- 
siderable expense to the charity. That 
was the sale by the governors to the cor-- 
poration of a very valuable property. 
They got from the corporation a price- 
which was considered by the estate 
agent who was consulted to be a very 
large price, and terms which were ex- 


‘tremely favourable to the endowment.. 


When that was sent up, the Charity 
Commissioners discovered what, of course, 
was open knowledge, that the property 
sold had an unexpired lease upon it, and 
that it was sold subject to that unexpired! 
lease of a few years, which to that extent. 
reduced the value of the property. They 
insisted upon having a separate survey 
and report to know what the value of the 
property would have been if it had been 
vacant. I ask any business man in the: 
House, could anything have been more 
absurd? What on earth is_ the: 
value of that hypothetical knowledge? 
What on earth was anybody profited by 
spending £50 out of the funds of the: 
charity merely to inform the Charity 
Commissioners what this surveyorthought 
would have been the value of the pro- 
perty if it had been in a different position 
to that in which it was? Ido not want 
to attach personal blame to anybody, but 
this is the necessary result of allowing: 
business matters, which ought to be. 
dealt with by persons who are thoroughly 
acquainted with them, and wko are abso- 
lutely responsible, to be controlled by 
clerks in what is equivalent to a Govern- 
ment Office. I have one word more to 
say about the system adopted by the 
Charity Commissioners. We have got 
700 or 800 leases, some of them very 
small, always going up for revision. 
Whenever a lease falls in the following: 
procedure has to be adopted :—The sur- 
veyor of the governors negotiates with 
the proposed tenant and brings up tke. 
terms provisionally agreed upon for the: 
approval of the Estate Committee and the 











551 Birmingham King 


governors. The Estate Committee ap- 
prove of the terms, and then the 
governors follow the Estate Committee 
and confirm the approval. Upon that 
being done the proceedings commence for 
the Charity Commission. The surveyor 
has to forward the agreement with a 
special report to the Charity Commis- 
sioners for consideration. In about a 
month or six weeks time he receives the 
approval, subject to any discussion 
which constantly takes place in the 
meantime as to the terms of the 
letting. The Charity Commission then 
direct the proposal to grant the lease to 


be advertised twice in some local paper, | 
.and notices to be affixed to the door of | 


King Edward’s School and on the town 
hall of the proposal, such notice to remain 
fourteen days. At the end of that time 
the certificates of such posting and adver- 
tising, together with prints of the news- 
papers, are sent by the law clerk to the 
‘Charity Commission, and if no objection 
has been received, the Commissioners 
write to authorise the lease to be granted, 
subject to their approval. 
the lease are then gone into as between 
the law clerk of the governors and the 
solicitor of the lessee, and the draft 
shaving been finally settled between these 
persons, is then sent up for the approval 
of the Commissioners, who, after about 
three weeks or a month, return it ap- 
proved for engrossment. The engross- 
ment and draft are then forwarded to the 
Charity Commission, together with a cer- 
titied copy made by the law clerk for the 
Commissioners to preserve with their 
papers. After three weeks or a month’s 
time, the Commissioners return the en- 
.grossments of the lease, which can then 
be finally completed. That may be a very 
necessary stereotyped arrangement for 
this great public body, but it is altogether 
very irritating, and, above all, very 
costly, when it is applied to transactions 
which are in the hands of the elected re- 
presentatives of Birmingham, people to 
whom this House has granted the right 
of dealing with a revenue of £2,000,000 
a year, and yet are not allowed to deal 
with this endowment of £47,000 a year 
without being put into leading-strings by 
gentlemen who, whatever their qualifica- 
tions as men of learning and ability, have 
not the qualifications of men of business. 
I speak on this question entirely as one of 
the Members for Birmingham. In what 
capacity does my hon. friend speak? He 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


| with the present question. 
gests that this great endowment should 


The terms of. 
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speaks as representing the Charity Com- 
missioners. But what have the Charity 
Commissioners to do with this motion ? 
I really think they have absolutely no 
locus standi, and it is a most extraordinary 
and unprecedented proceeding on the part 
of any public body to intervene as they 
have done. Let the House understand 
the state of the case. My hon. friend 
spoke of the virtues of the Charity Com- 
missioners and the advantages that 
certain bodies had in being placed under 
their control. That has nothing to do 
No one sug- 


be placed any longer under the Charity 
Commission. The governors of King 
Edward’s School are glad to get rid of the 


Charity Commission, and the Charity ° 


Commission say they are glad to get rid 
of us. So we are both satisfied. What 
mandate has my hon. friend to speak for 
the Board of Education, the only body 
with which we are now concerned? It is 
proposed that this endowmentshallin future 
be placed under the Board of Education, 
which has been specially established by 
the House to deal with secondary educa- 
tion. The educational management and, 
in a limited degree, the financial adminis- 
tration of the endowment will in future 
be under the Board of Education, and if 
anyone has a right to complain of the 
terms of the Bill it is the Board of Edu- 
cation, not the Charity Commission, 
which has never been asked by the Board 
of Education to utter a word on the 
matter. The promoters of the Bill con- 
sulted with the Board of Education. 
They made amendments in the Bill at 
the suggestion of the Board of Education, 
and accepted every suggestion made by 
the Board, and I have the authority of 
the Board of Education for saying that 
they offer no opposition to the Bill. 
Under these circumstances will this 
House allow the Charity Commission— 
which has done with us altogether, and 
which has evidently a certain animus 
towards the governors of King Edward’s 
School, if I may judge from the language 
of my hon. friend—to interfere with an 
arrangement approved by the Board of 
Education, and which is satisfactory to 
the people of Birmingham ? 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): If animus has been shown by 
the Charity Commissioners towards any 
individual, I think at any rate the House 
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will be in a position to judge if it is not 
the fact that more animus has been shown 
by certain of the governors of this founda- 
tion against the Charity Commission. 
We are not concerned as to whether or 
not the Charity Commissioners have failed 
to do their duty in the past. What we 
have to do to-day is to decide whether 
the governors of certain endowed schools 
shall be put in a particularly favourable 
position as compared with the governors 
of other endowed schools throughout the 
country. I believe there are only two 
schools in the whole of this country— 
Westminster and Eton—which are not 
subjected tosome Government control in re- 
gard to their endowments. There are seven 
other public schools partially under the 
jurisdiction of the Charity Commissioners, 
while still other schools are absolutely 
under the control of some Government 
Department. 
side of the House who believe it is desir- 
able that public money should be managed 
by public authorities under public control, 
and while I feel I have sympathy with that 
view, I say there is a difference between 
capital and interest, and that where a 
charitable donor has given a certain 
amount of property for the benefit of a 
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the controlling authority, and to their 
powers being transferred in toto to the 
Board of Education. No doubt most 
Members of this House are aware of the 
fact that in the Court of Chancery 
resides a jurisdiction over all charities. It 
is true that, by the Charitable Trusts Act, 
that jurisdiction has been very much 
limited ; but I do not think that it has 
been entirely abolished, and it might be a 
solution of the difficulty if a clause were 
inserted in this Bill which reserved to the- 
| Court of Chancery jurisdiction over the 
| management and disposition of this great 
| charity, such as it has always had, and 
which possibly it may yet have, even in 
the event of this Bill being passed. 
There seems to be some little doubt, 
| I believe, as to whether the clauses of 
this Bill do not take away the inherent 
jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery, and 
it might, therefore, be desirable to set all 
| doubt aside by inserting in this Bill a 
| distinct clause to the effect that nothing 
contained in it shall oust the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Chancery. I think I 
might give an instance which will con- 
| vince hon. Members of this House of the 
| desirability of having a _ supervising 
| authority. No doubt a great majority of 








certain object, it is but right that that | the House are well acquainted with the 
corpus should not be frittered away or | Marylebone Cricket Club. A few years 
wasted by the governors. Yet under this | ago that club desired to purchase from the 
Bill they would have absolute control| Clergy Orphan Corporation a piece of 
over it. It is on these grounds I believe | land adjoining its own in order to extend 
that the House will be acting wisely if it | its property. It will be admitted that 
supports the Instruction of the hon. | the managers of the club are capable 
Member for Thirsk in the division lobby. | business men, above reproach. They 
We are asked to allow this trust to be | entered bona fide into an arrangement with 
taken from the control of the Charity | the charity to which the land belonged, 
Commission and to be placed under that | to purchase it for a sum of £16,000. It 
of the Board of Education, and we are} became necessary to obtain the consent 
further asked to allow that transfer to | of the Charity Commission to the trans- 
take place without getting reasonable | action. That body, for some reason, 


and satisfactory assurances that these 
public funds shall be properly admini- 
stered in the future. I say there ought 
to be some check upon the governors. 


*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHeR, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith): An idea has occurred to me which 


thought the amount was not sufficient, 
and eventually, instead of £16,000, they 
got no less than £40,000 for the charity. 
The trustees of the M.C.C., I have no 
doubt, intended to deal perfectly fairly 
by the charity, and yet they had under- 
estimated the value of the property by 
more than 100 per cent. I would again 











may possibly help to solve the difficulty in | suggest that a proviso be inserted in this 
which the House now finds itself. I | Bill retaining the jurisdietion which the 
think it must be felt by many that it is | Court of Chancery has always had. 

very desirable that there should be some | 
controlling authority. My right hon.| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: May I say, 
friend the Member for West Birmingham | by leave of the House, that the sugges- 
objects, and possibly not unnaturally, to| tion of the Chairman of Committees 
the idea of the Charity Commission being | comes to me as an entirely new one. I 
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have, however, consulted the promoters | secured by exchanging the authority of 
of the Bill, and I am informed that it is | the Charity Commissioners for the Court 
a reasonable one, and one which they are|of Chancery. I very much doubt 
quite willing to accept. whether there will be any benefit from 
the change, and regret that the change 
Sm J. SAVORY (Westmoreland, | should not be effected by a general 
Appleby): The hon. Baronet who | operative clause, instead of a particular 
seconded the Instruction alluded to the| scheme being singled out. If the 
case of Christ’s Hospital. As chairman | principle is good, it should have a wider 
of that institution—another of King | application throughout the country. It 
Edward’s great foundations —TI should | oughttoapply to the Manchester Grammar 
like to tell the House how Christ's School. But as the House has already 
Hospital in London has suffered through voted on this issue, and the promoters 
the action of the Charity Commissioners. | seem disposed to accept the suggestions 
I will not detain it at any great length, | which were thrown out, I can only 
but I will give one remarkable instance. | express my gratification to the right hon. 
Before Christ’s Hospital came under the Gentleman the Colonial Secretary for his 
‘Charity Commissioners it had an annual explanation that when he said that the 
revenue from governors who con- very able officials who constitute the 
tributed, for the purpose ef presenta-| Charity Commission were an _ incom- 
‘tions, £15,000 per annum. At the) petent body, he was not desirous of 
present time the revenue from governors | casting any reflection upon-their personal 
who purchase presentations does not | capacity. 
reach £1,000 a year, thanks to the) 
action of the Charity Commissioners.| Mr. GRANT LAWSON: By the leave 
What we feel at the present time is that of the House perhaps I may be permitted 
with a strong and capable board of | to make a remark in answer to the speech 
governors, every little decision which has | of the right hon. Gentleman the Chairman 
to be come to, every little lease that has of Ways and Means. The right hon. 
to be granted, every sale that takes| Gentleman asked what our locus standi 
place, has to be submitted to the Charity | was in this matter. It is the fact that 
Commissioners. We are now engaged in | until the Bill passes we shall control it, 
the arrangements for the removal of | and it is our duty to see that control is 
‘Christ's Hospital to its new site at/passedto the proper authority. If the 
Horsham, and every variation in detail | Chairman of Ways and Means, a former 
has to be submitted to the Charity Com- | Charity Commissioner, thinks this clause 
missioners, causing enormous delay and | meets the case, I shall not press the In- 
worry, and taking the very heart out of | struction; but I hope that in future years 
the governing body, who are capable} the contrast between the action of the 
business men, anxious to do their utmost | Court of Chancery and the Charity Com- 
for the best interests of the institution. | mission will result in a better appreciation 
Yet they are subject in every infinitesimal | of the latter. 
decision to the control of the Charity | 
Commissioners. I feel it my duty,] *Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
as chairman of Christ’s Hospital, to| gomeryshire) thought that it was quite 
say this in reference to the re-| obvious that the House accepted the 
marks of the hon. Member for Wigan. | principle that there should be an impartial 
Pepe external control over the authorities in 
*Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I | question, and that it should not be in the 
think that the suggestion of the Chair-| power of any person to remove it out of 
man of Ways and Means is, on the face | that control. The scheme of the retrans- 
of it, a reasonable one, first because, | ference of the school to the Court of 
in dealing with a matter of this kind, Chancery for that purpose was accepted 
it would insure due regard to the in-| by the House. He desired to know by 
terests of posterity, and because, on the | what means that retransference ought to 
other hand, it appears to be the wish of | be carried out. He apprehended that the 
those who are promoting this Bill that this | machinery for so doing would have to be 
change should take place. At the same | very much altered in order to carry out 
time, I may express my grave doubts | such a suggestion. He thought that, 
whether a swifter procedure will he | having regard to the importance of the 


Mr. J.:Chamberlain, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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uestions involved, this matter ought not | 
to be decided by the Chairman of Ways | 
and Means as an ordinary unopposed | 
Private Bill, and _ therefore, subject | 
to his being in order, he begged to move | 
that the Bill be referred to a Select Com- | 
mittee. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) | 
said that, having regard to the im-| 
portance of the question, he did not | 
consider that the matter ought to be 
allowed to go to a division without some 
authoritative statement from the Treasury 
benches. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary had pointed out that 
he had spoken only in his capacity as 
Member for West Birmingham, but the 
House ought not to be content to 
hear only the voice of Birmingham on a 
question like this, but should require 
some statement as to the general policy 
of the Government. The House had not 
yet been informed what the Committee 
which had sat to consider the matter. 
had reported, or what course the Govern- 
ment proposed to take. He pointed out 
that they could not deal with this single 
ease without considering all the schools 
in the country. He thought the matter 
was a matter for inquiry by a Select 
Committee. The proposal of+ the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chairman of Ways 
and Means was to retransfer to the Court 
of Chancery those powers of control which 
had been transferred from the Court of 
Chancery to the Charity Commissioners | 
fifty years previously. Whatever the 
Charity Commission had done, it had ad- 
ministered charity endowments vested in 
it more impartially than they were admi- 
nistered under the Court of Chancery. 
Most reformers agreed that in regard to 
educational endowments the administra- 
tion of the Charity Commissioners was 
more satisfactory and more expeditious 
than that of the Court of Chancery in old 
days. He regretted that the debate had 
been made the opportunity for an attack 
on the Commission 


Birmingham (King 


Sir U. KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) thought the sug- , 
gestion that the proposed change should 
be made a subject of a special inquiry | 
was worthy of consideration. He did | 
not think that a question of this magni- , 
tude should be dealt with by a Private 
Bill. It was a question affecting not only | 
this particular school but all the schools 
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in the country, and that being so he 
trusted that the Bill would not be passed 
without a special inquiry by a Select 
Committee. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 


| Northwich) was also of opinion that more 


consideration than it was possible to give 
to the Bill at this sitting was desirable. 
In other days all the charities were under 
the administration of the Court of 
Chancery, and most hon. Members knew, 
either by their reading or from recollec- 
tion that that administration was both 
obnoxious and disastrous to the country. 
Most hon. Members were aware that hun- 
dreds of thousands of pounds of the educa- 
tional assets of the country had been lost 
through that administration, and he 
did not think that that gave much 
encouragement to the House to 
to that system. It seemed 
to him to be a mistaken policy to revert 
to this old system. The House of 
Commons was the trustee of all charities, 
and he thought it was their duty to see 
that the funds of this charity were so 
managed as to preclude any chance of 
maladministration. He was himself a 
governor of many charities, and he 
was bound to admit that in any trans- 
actions he had had with the Charity Com- 
missioners he had always been met with 
the greatest kindness and courtesy, and any 
information he required todo his business 
being freely given. He hoped that the 
House would not deal with this matter 
without a special inquiry. He concluded 
by moving the adjournment of the 
debate. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) 
seconded the motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Sir John Brunner). 


*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): We ought 
to have some pronouncement from the 
Treasury Bench on this question. It is 
proposed to change the law of the land 
for the benefit of one particular school in 
Birmingham. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for the Colonies said he 
was speaking merely as the Member for 
West Birmingham, but he could not do 
that. The right hon. Gentleman is a 
powerful Minister, and what he says 
is accepted as law by a large portion 
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of the House, unless there is some 
opposition to it on the Treasury Bench 
itself. We ought to know exactly what 
the Government thinks upon this point. 
I voted for the right hon. Gentleman the 
other day, when I was carried away by 
the torrent of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
eloquence, and the fury of his denuncia- 
tion of the Charity Commissioners. But 
to-day the right hon. Gentleman has come 
down and made an apology to the Charity 
Commissioners, and has abandoned the 
line he took the other day. 


Birmingham (King 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is not relevant to the motion. 


*Mr. MACLEAN : It seems to me that 
we are left in a strange position by the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman, who 
has thrown over what he said the other 
day, and proposed a new course altogether. 
I wonder he did not propose that the 
matter should be referred to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, and that 
a new peer should be appointed to repre- 
sent Birmingham. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I do 
not think these observations are in order 
upon the question of adjournment. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: 
know, if possible, the exact position 
in which we are. It appears to be 
acknowledged that this is a very 
important principle, which is being intro- 
duced for the first time in reference to 
one particular school and one particular 
endowment. Has the suggestion made 
by the Chairman of Ways and Means 
to the effect that the Court of Chancery 
should be substituted for the Charity 
Commissioners—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has spoken already, and he 
is not entitled to speak again. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I think the House would act very wisely 
by adjourning this debate. A very large 
and important principle is involved in 
this question, as to which we have had no 
declaration from the Ministry. I hold 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary for the Colonies has spoken very 
properly as the Member for West Bir- 
mingham, and not in his capacity as a 
member of the Cabinet. Time should 


be taken to consider the question. 
Mr. Maclean. 
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Mr. STEVENSON : 
which has previously been passed, there 
is power by Order in Council to transfer 
the powers of the Charity Commissioners 


I wish to | 
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Under an Act 


to the Education Department. In this 
particular case the suggestion, on the face 
of it, appears to be a reasonable one ; but 
it will form a precedent for Orders in 
Council which are passed in future trans- 
ferring the powers of the Charity Com- 
missioners to the Education Department— 
that is to say, wherever these Orders are 
passed there will be a reservation to the 
Court of Chancery of the powers formerly 
exercised. It is of very great importance 
that this question should be carefully 
considered, not only with reference to this 
particular Private Bill now before the 
| House, but also with reference to the 
| general principle which ought to govern 
| the action and policy of this country in 
| the matter. ; 


| 

| Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
| I must say that I feel that there is a very 
| strong case for adjourning the question 
| now under consideration. We have got 
| into rather a tangle, and we do not quite 
| know what is the proposed solution of 
| this unique case. It has been suggested 
| by the right hon. Gentleman the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means that a clause 
| should be put into the Bill reserving, if 
|/not reinstating, the jurisdiction of the 
| Court of Chancery. My right hon. 
| friend the Member for West Birmingham, 
after what I think must have been a very 
hasty consultation with his legal adviser, 
said they were prepared to assent to this 
|clause. I heard that statement with 
|amazement, because it appeared to me 
that the proposal was to jump out of the 
frying-pan into the fire. If you are dis- 
contented with the control of the Charity 
Commissioners you would be much more 
discontented with the control of the Court 
of Chancery. Do not let us settle that 
allin a hurry. When I heard the pro- 
posal made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the fact that it was assented to so readily 
filled me with amazement. I do not know 
how the thing is to be carried out. I 
think we ought to have some light thrown 
upon the question, and nothing would be 
lost by delay. If the adjournment is 
carried, as I hope it will be with universal 
consent, it will be then competent for the 
promoters of the Bill to consult the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, who has 
thrown out the suggestion, and they may 
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Cameron, I 
Carmichael 
Carvill, Pat 
Causton, R 


VOL. L 








561 Birmingham (King {18 May 1900} Edward VI.) Schools Bill. 562 


be able to devise proper machinery for simply to be transferred we _ shall 
carrying out the recommendation. We | get into an even more hopeless quagmire 
shall have it put on the Paper before the | than the Charity Commission. I wish to 
question comes up again, and we shall be | know whether my view is the right one 
able to consider what we are asked to | or not. 

assent to ; but to dismiss the matter here | 
on the suggestion made so hastily would, 
it appears to me, be a very unwise course, 
and I do hope the House will be persuaded 
to consent to the adjournment. 


Srrk HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton has quite correctly 
stated the view I laid before the House. 
I am informed that it is doubtful whether 
. ; , the inherent jurisdiction of the Court of 
ton, E.): I think there is some misapprehen- Chancery is or is not taken away by 
sion as to the suggestion of the Chairman | this Bill, and I suggested that this doubt 
of Ways and Means, and perhaps he will should be removed by the insertion of a 
allow me to put a question. A motion | proviso which should provide that nothing 
for the adjournment has been proposed, | in this Act should take away from the 
and the debate has gone upon the line | Court of Chancery its inherent jurisdic- 
since then that the Chairman of Ways| tion over trustees. If that were done no 
and Means proposed that a clause should | elaborate machinery would be required, 
be inserted to restore the old state of ‘and certainly to restore all the ancient 
things under the Lord Chancellor, which, | rigmarole was far from my thoughts. 
of course, would be to jump out of the! 
frying pan into the fire. There is some; Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
doubt whether the Court of Chancery re- | Boroughs): There is just one question I 
tains its inherent jurisdiction over the | should like to ask in connection with this 
trustees as such, and it should be made! Bill. Clause 25 proposes to give three 
perfectly clear that the twenty-two! governors power to appeal to the Board 
trustees of the school would be subject to | of Education. I wish to ask what be- 


the supervision of the Court of Chancery | comes of the appeal of the individual. 











at the instance of a person entitled to | [Cries of “ Order !”] 


appeal to it. If I were to address the 
House on the general question I would | 
have some strong things to say in regard | 
to that machinery as exercised at the | 
present moment. 


The 
If that machinery is | Noes, 169. 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) ; Channin 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | Crombie, John William 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) | Donelan, Captain A. 
Baird, John George Alexander | Doogan, P. C. 
Baker, Sir John | Duckworth, James 
Barlow, John Emmott Dunn, Sir William 
Bethell, Commander | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Birrell, Augustine | Ellis, John Edwa 
Blake, Edward | Emmott, Alfred 
Bond, Edward | Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn | Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur | Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.Manc’r 
Buchanan, ‘Thomas Ryburn | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Burt, Thomas | Fry, Lewis 
Caldwell, James | Gladstone, Rt HnHerbertJohn 
Cameron,Sir Charles (Glasgow | Goddard, Daniel Ford 

meron, Robert (Durham) | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Gunter, Colonel 
Causton, Richard Knight Gurdon, SirW:lliam Brampton 
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g, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Sir Yolen C. Ready 

| Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 

| Commins, Andrew 

| Courtney,Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 


House 
(Division List No. 126.) 





Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 136; 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Statts) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt Hn J (Kent) 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM.A.(QueensC 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 





563 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Malcolm, Ian 
Mather, William | 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W. (Yorks) 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

— , Hon. George 

Arno i Ponmer, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r, 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H. S.-(Hunts 
Barry,Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, Capt. H. F, (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

re A Viscount 

ys Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cruddas. William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Doughty, George | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) : 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Birmingham (King 


, Paulton, James Mellor 


' Schwann, Charles E. 


| Lockwood, 


| M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 


{COMMONS} 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer,George Wm.(Reading) 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Sandon, Viscount 





Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stevenson, Francis S. 


NOES. 


FitzGerald,Sir RobertPenrose- | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue | 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Garfit, William 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. HnGJ(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley | 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Houston, R 

Howard, Joseph 

Hozier,Hon JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut -General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns'a 
Lloyd-George, David 

t.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowther,RtHnJ W (Cum’land 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, Jom Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Killop, James 
Maddison, Fred. 
Manners, Lord EdwardWm.J 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Talbot, RtHnJ G(Oxf'd. Univ.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace. Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, J. Carveil (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H.(Middlesbr’gh) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYgEs— 
Sir John Brunner and Mr 
Hedderwick. 


Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E, 
Meysey-Thomps on, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore. J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James . 
Moore, Arthur Londonderry) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH.A. (Deptford 
Murray, Kt Hn AGratam(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhiam (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O Connor, Arthue (Donegal) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lancs. Newt’n) 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rankin, Sir James 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Kt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Caarles T. 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachev, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedle 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


; 
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Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. , Wills, Sir William Henry =| Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. | Younger, William 

Wanklyn, James Leslie Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 

Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E.(Taunt’n | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm TELLERS FOR THE NOKS— 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts | Wrightson, Thomas Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon | Wylie, Alexander and Mr. Lowe. 


Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) | Wyndham, George 


Original Question again proposed. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Commercial Union Assurance Com- 
pany Bill {Lords}. 

Milford Docks Bill [Lords]. 

Rotherhithe and Ratcliff Tunnel Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 





Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ase of the following Bill, referred on the 
first Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
thich are applicable thereto have been 
omplied with, viz. :— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 


(Gas) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
ime upon Monday next. 


RK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


TIMER ROAD AND ACTON RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


MLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
hue third time. 


| TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 5) BILL. 


| 

| Read a second time, and committed. 

| wooas. GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Ashton-under-Lyne, Bury, 
Leyton, Shipley, and Sunderland, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell 
and Mr. Chaplin. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Ashton-under-Lyne, Bury, Leyton, 
Shipley, and Sunderland,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 221.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12). 


Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Banbury, Dart- 
mouth, Gosport and Alverstoke, Heston 
and Isleworth, Sevenoaks, Sheerness, 
Spennymoor, Staines, Egham, and 
Chertsey, Stamford, Uxbridge and Dis- 
trict, and Wellingborough, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Banbury, Dartmouth, 
Gosport and Alverstoke, Heston and 
Isleworth, Sevenoaks, Sheerness, Spenny- 
moor, Staines, Egham and Chertsey, 
Stamford, Uxbridge and District, and 
Wellingborough,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 222.] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional | 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the Urban Dis- | 
tricts of Clones, ‘Londonderry, Mona- | 
ghan, Pembroke, Rathmines and Rathgar, 
and Wicklow, and the Rural Districts of | 
Dungarvan and Rathdrum, ordered to be | 
brought in by Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. | 


VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders | 
of the Local Government Board for Ire- | 
land relating to the Urban Districts of | 
Pem. | 

and | 
Districts of | 
Dungarvan and Rathdrum,” presented, and | 
read the first time ; to be referred to the | 


Clones, Londonderry, Monaghan, 
broke, Rathmines and Rathgar, 
Wicklow, and the Rural 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 223.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
(HOUSING: OF | 


VISIONAL ORDERS 
WORKING CLASSES). 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 


for Ireland relating to the Urban District | 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 568 


|__ Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
| Monday next. 
| METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 
| _ Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Order confirmed]; Report ta lie 
upon the Table. 


| Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
| | Monday next. 


ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TRUST BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without amendment ; 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Re- 


NEW RUSSIA COMPANY BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL 
[Lords]. 

| Reported, without amendment; Re- 

port to lie upon the Table, and to be 

| printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


of Navan and the Towns of Boyle and | 


Newbridge, ordered to be brought in by 

Mr. 

Mr. Gerald Balfour. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 


of the Local Government Board for Ire- | 


land relating to the Urban District of 
Navan and the Towns of Boyle and New- 
bridge,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be, 
printed. [Bill 224.] 


LOCAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Provi- | 


sional Orders confirmed]; Report to 7 


upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 4) BILL 


Reported, with Amendments [Provi- | 
Report to lie | 


sional Orders confirmed] ; 
upon the Table 


Attorney General for Ireland and | 


(HOUSING OF 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
DORKING WATER BILL [Lords]. 
MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL 
[Lords]. 

FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 
MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL 
{Lords}. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
‘to lie upon the Table, and to be ‘printed. 


| RHYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL 
{Lords}. 


Reported, without amendment; 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Re 


(LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 4 :# 

| Reported, without amendment} \[Pro: 

_visional Orders confirmed]; Report ;to 

lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 

| Monday next. 
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ELECTRIC POWER BILLS. a preference stock, and for other purposes 

Sir James Kitson reported from the | relating thereto.” Scottish American 

Committes on Electric Power Bills, That, | Investment Company, Limited, Bill 
to meet the convenience of the Committee, | [Lords]. 

they had adjourned till Wednesday next,} And also a Bill intituled, “An Act 

at Twelve of the clock. to amend the provisions of the Local 

Report to lie upon the Table. Acts and Orders in force in the City of 

: Birmingham which relates to Birmingham 

GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY | Corporation Stock ; and to make further 

BILL. and better provisions with respect to the 

Reported [Preamble not proved] ;/ borrowing of money by the Corporation 

Report to lie upon the Table. of Birmingham.” Birmingham Corpora- 

| tion (Stock) Bill [Lords]. 








RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 5). 
Mr. DE TATTON EGERTON reported from | SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
the Committee on Group 5 of Railway | aes 
Bills, That, for the convenience of parties,| © WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday | gggpyisH AMERICAN INVESTMENT 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. | COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [Lords}. 


Report to lie upon the Table. | BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 
ners : | BILL [Lords]. 
vonage — ; Read the first time; and referred to 
Resolution reported from the Commit- | the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
tee:—“That, in thecase of the Cumberland | Bij]s. 


County Council (Bridges) Bill, the Stand- | geanele 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with :— | 
That the parties be permitted to proceed PETITIONS. 


with their Bill.” 
Resolution agreed to. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL Petition from Elgin, in favour ; to lie 
(BRIDGES). ' upon the Table. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- | 

mittee on Standing Orders read. | LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir reneaiuidtnaronns 
Wilfrid Lawson and Mr. Helder. Petition of the Grand Lodge of Scot- 
land of the Independent Order of Good 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. /Templars, in favour; to lie upon the 


That they have agreed to the Amend- Table. 
ments to the Newport (Monmouthshire) | er pen 
Gas Bill [Lords], without amendment. LOCALGOVERNMENT (SC AND) ACT 
ae a 1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, | oo se f: 
Sis Act to autherine: the Sheela |. Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
District Railway Company to construct a | lie upon the Table. 


branch railway, bridges, and other works | LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
in connection with their undertaking, and | (WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
to raise additional capita! ; and for other | BILL. 
purposes.” Sheffield District Railway Petitions in favour, from Peterborough ; 
Bill [Lords]. and Poole; to lic upon the Table. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Wirral Railway Company | LUNACY BILL. 


towork the traffic on their railways by Petitions for alteration, from Leicester ; 
electrical or other motive power; and | and Lewisham; to lie upon the Table. 
for other purposes.” Wirral Railway | 


Bill [Lords]. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for | SUNDAY BILL. 


empowering the Scottish dination | Petition from Bedford, in favour ; to 
Investment Company, Limited, to create | lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON { his Department [by Act]; to li 
SUNDAY BILL AND SALE OF IN-| Table [by Act]; to Tie upon the 
ge as LIQUORS TO CHILDREN : 
(No. 2) : 
= : : EDUCATION (SCOTLAND 
Petition from Lewisham, in favour ; to COLLEGES). (TRAINING 


lie upon the Table. Copy presented, of Reports and Papers 


relating to the Training Colleges of Scot- 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO land for the year 1899 [by Command] 


CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


> 


Petitions in favour, from Portsmouth ; 
Leeds ; Stoke Newington ; Benhilton ; Bir- 
mingham ; Camden Town; Wombwell 
Main; Newark-on-Trent ; Bedford (two) ; 
Hartlepool ; Parkestone ; Tongwynlais ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 


Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council for transferring to, and making 





Stratford ; Glasgow ; Sheffield ; Barnsley; | exerciseable by, the Board of Education 
St. Asaph; Penrith; Runcorn ; and Milton-| certain powers of the Charity Com- 
next - Sittingbourne ; to lie upon the | missioners [by Command]; to lie upon 
Table. | the Table. 

| 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. Return ordered, “showing (1) the 
Petitions in favour, from Inverkeithing ;; names of the Lay Assistant Com- 
Stirling ; Paisley ; Alyth ; Coupar Angus ;| missioners in connection with the Irish 
Partick ; Glasgow (three) ; Alloa; Evanton; | Land Commission holding office on the 
Stornoway ; Blairgowrie ; Kirkcaldy; Tilli-| 15th day of May, 1900; (2) date of 
coultry ; and Leith ; to lie upon the | original appointment; (3) date upon 


Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 

Petition from Lewisham, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Newark-on- 
Trent ; Portsmouth ; Leeds; Birming- 
ham ; Bedford (two); and Carlisle; to 

_ lie upon the Table. 


TEMPERANCE REFORM THREEFOLD | 


OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Kirkcaldy ; 
and Perth ; to lie upon the Table. 


VAGRANTS’ CHILDREN PROTECTION 
BILL. 


Petition from Bolton, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 10th May, 1900, declaring that 
John Brand, postman, Saffron Walden, 
Post Office Department, was appointed | 
without a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of 





which appointment expires ; (4) age on 
|appointment ; (5) residence at time of 
| appointment ; (6) locality in which 
| practical experience of land was ac- 
quired ; (7) where educated ; (8) previous 
| oecupation ; (9) acreage of land farmed ; 
(10) whether held as owner or tenant; 
(11) what other experience in agriculture ; 
jand (12) what experience in valuing, 
mapping, and surveying (in continuation 

jamentary Paper, No. 417, of 


;of Par 
Session 1897.”—(Mr. Patrick O’ Brien.) 





| SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


| Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
| charged the following Members from the 
| Standing Committee on Trade pag 
| Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, an 

' Manufactures :—Sir Charles Dilke, Sir 
| Edward Hill, and Mr. Tennant ; and had 
| appointed in substitution: Mr. Lloyd- 
| George, General Russell, and Mr. Hedder- 
_ wick. 

| Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
| discharged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure \added in 
respect of the Borough Funds Bill) :—Sir 
Charles Dilke. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 








573 


dischat 
the S 
Courts 
—Mr. 

and Mi 
appoin 
Dilke, 

Boscaw 


Reps 


Sol 


Mr. 
Ibeg te 
for Wa 
receive! 
recentl) 
home, 1 
voys, p 
at Koo 


*THE 
STATE 
Dover) 
the ho. 
him on 


Mr. 
Gentler 
lieved t 
home. 
does he 
the way 


*Mr. 

the rep 
Member: 
were to 
date of 
the Sec 
fering \ 
confiden 


ROYAL 
PR 
Mr. 
to ask 
for Wa 
appointi 
other r 
on act 
war in 
lieutena: 
killing | 
retardin, 
t See 
t See © 
Series}, V 








73 
he 


NG 


Ts 
ot- 


——— FD ee OD 


+ 














573 Questions. {18 May 1900} Questions. 574 


discharged the following Members from | men of the rank of majors and captains so 
the Standing Committee on Law and long that they will have to leave the 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: | service before obtaining the promotion to 
—Mr. Lloyd-George, Viscount Cranborne, | which in ordinary course they would have 
and Mr. Bromley-Davenport ; and had succeeded ; and whether he will consider 
appointed in substitution: Sir Charles the advisability of providing that the gaps 
Dilke, Lord Hugh Cecil, and Mr. Griffith caused by death among the officers of this 
Boscawen. | Irish regiment shall be filled by officers of 


Reports to lie upon the Table. the regiment who have recently been 
engaged in active service. 





QUESTIONS. | *Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
7 add to my replies to previous questions 
ciel JURA Wik weaains put by the hon. Member on the same 
5 A APRICAN WAR—A , subject. The selection rests with the 
hake. whi DESPATCHES. : Diineinabee ahaa and Army Board, 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): whose discretion the Secretary of State 
Ibeg to ask the Under Secretary of State for War does not propose to fetter in the 
for War whether the Government have yet manner suggested. 
received any despatches, which were 
recently believed to be on their way, Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the hon. 
home, with reference to the loss in con- Gentleman aware that there is the 
yoys, prisoners, and horse artillery guns greatest dissatisfaction among the officers 
at Koorn Spruit. of this regiment at being passed over and 
i War Office favourites being put over 
*THE UNDER SECRETARY OF their heads 2 
STATE For WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, E : 
Dover): I am afraid I can only refer [No answer was given. ] 
the hon. Member to the answer I gave 
him on this subject yesterdayt. ——. or NON-COM- 
ATANTS. 
oem SWIPE MACNEIDL | reco: Mr. HUMPHREYSOWEN (Mont- 
—_ fea — ee See: Reedy Be gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Under 
lieved these despatches are on their way | Secretary of State for War whether he 
home. Has he altered his opinion, and |.) give a Return of the number of 
does he now believe that they are not on | casualties during the war among the non- 


, a 2 . . . 
} the way home ¢ ‘combatants serving with the Army, dis- 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer to tinguishing those caused by wounds and 
the reply I gave yesterday. The hon. | by disease. 

Member will see on reflection that if I *Me WYNDHAM: A Retarn can-te 
were to give the number and nature and | bak: ah alt tia cies Cink Tae beak 
date of all the documents which reach anal tn det Wir Clint 

the Secretary of State I should be inter- "°P ; 


fering with his discretion, as they are 
MARTIAL LAW—MR. BOTHA’S CASE, 


confidential. AND OTHERS. 
ROYAL INNISKILLING FUSILIERS— Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
PROMUTIONS OF OFFICERS. beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg’ Colonies whether Mr. Botha, a farmer of 
to ask the Under Secretary of State Griqualand West, sixty years of age, was, 
for War whether he is aware that the on the evidence of native servants with 
appointment of two gentlemen from Whom he had quarrelled, arrested on the 





other regiments who have not been 28th November last at Modder River ; if 
on active service in the present he was taken on foot six miles by English 
war in South Africa, to the posts of | soldiers, sent to De Aar and then to 
lieutenant-colonels in the Royal Innis- Cape Town ; if he was returned to the 
killing Fusiliers, will have the effect of , place of his arrest and tried before a 
retarding the promotion of Irish gentle- | military court ; if he was refused legal 
"+ See page Sele Gis valaana: ~—— | assistance, sentenced to two years hard 
tSee The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | labour, but subsequently released on in- 
Series}, Vol. Ixxxii., p. 753. _Vestigation of his case; and why was he 








575 Questions. {COMMONS} 


Questions. 576 
sent to Cape Town and then sent back, |my attention has not previously been 


and will the cases of Messrs. Botha, | drawn to the precise amounts—which, 
Michau, De Coch, the Du Presses, and | however, I see no reason to doubt—but it 
Uys be inquired into. is impossible to issue such orders as are 
LT aed _ | suggested to the Commandant at Durban 

* ] ° ] 7, o,e 
Mr. WYNDHAM: We have no| as British steamers cannot trade with the 


further information on these cases ; the | enemy. 


records of the trials under martial law | 
have not yet come from South Africa. Smrk FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Is 
rae : | the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Dr. TANNER: I shall raise the ques- | object for which this regulation was 


tion on the Estimates. | established is not being accomplished ! 


MARTIAL LAW—COURT RECORDS. *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


Mr. HUMPHREYS.OWEN : I beg to | #8 4 matter of argument. 
ask the Under Secretary of State for | : 
War what is the nature of the records of | MAFEKING—RELIEF OPERATIONS. 
the courts purporting to be held under| *SirR E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
martial law in Cape Colony, whether they | (Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask per- 
include the depositions or copies thereof, mission to explain that I have been re. 
and what measures are taken to secure | ported in the newspapers to have asked 
their accuracy and completeness. last night in the House whether the 
| British relief column for Mafeking had 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The record of but | been repulsed with loss. I did not, and 
one court held under martial law has as | should not, ask such a question. I asked 
yet reached the War Office. Copies of | whether the Boers attacking Mafeking 
the depositions formed part of the pro- had been repulsed with loss, and whether 
ceedings in that case—following exactly |a prominent Boer commander had been 
the forms of un ordinary court-martial. | taken prisoner, which is a very different 


There is no reason, therefore, to suppose 
that the records will be inaccurate or 
incomplete. 


TRANSVAAL WOOL TRADE. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 


shire, West Riding, Shipley): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he is aware that wool 
grown in the Transvaal is being made the 
regular subject of trade by the interven- 
tion of steamers under the German flag ; 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that there has recently been sold 
in London woel ex German steamers, 
“ Herzog,” 1,229 bales; ‘“ Bundesrath,” 
650 bales ; “General,” 121 bales ; “ Kanz- 
ler,” 121 bales; “ Admiral,” 163 bales ; 
making a total of 2,284 bales; and 
whether he can now see his way to give 
order to the Commandant at Durban that 
British steamers may be employed in the 
transport of all wools which are tendered 
to them by neutral shippers. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): I am aware that 
wool grown in the Transvaal has been 
conveyed to Europe by the intervention 
of German or other neutral steamers, and 


| question. 

TWELVE-AND-A-HALF POUNDER 
MOUNTAIN GUNS—PURCHASES FOR 
THE EGYPTIAN ARMY. 

| *Sm E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT: 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
| for War whether, in 1896, Lord Kitchener, 
then Sirdar, purchased of Messrs. Vickers, 
| Sons and Maxim, for the Egyptian Army, 
several batteries of improved 12}-pounder 
quick-firing field guns, and whether the 
same type of guns were at that time 
offered to the British War Office. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Purchases of guns 
for the Egyptian Government trom 
private firms are not made by the War 
Office ; it is believed, however, that some 
12}-pounder mountain guns were pur- 
chased a few years ago by the Egyptian 
Government. These guns have been 
brought to the knowledge of the War 
Office, but they do not fulfil the conditions 
laid down for a mountain artillery gun 
by the Indian Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Is it the fact that these guns, which 
were the property of the Egyptian 
Government, were sent to the seat of 
war 4 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: That hardly arises; *Mr. WYNDHAM: The regulations for 


out of the question. 
*Sr E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT : 


Am I to understand that no quick-firing , 


field guns were purchased or offered 
to us } 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The 123-pounder 
would be a mountain gun, as I have said. 
To respond to the question fully would 
necessitate a long reply. 


RIFLE CLUBS IN IRELAND. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg) 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the suggestion 
of the Prime Minister as to rifle clubs, 
the Government will sanction the estab- 
lishment of such clubs throughout 
Ireland. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that | 


Irish rifle 
existence. I do not, therefore, quite 
understand what the hon. Member means 
by the word “sanction.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What I 
mean is, will the Government allow the 
people of Irelancl to obtain rifles and form 
¢lubs on the same lines as in this country ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Government 

does not propose, either in Great Britain 
or Ireland, obviously, to give facilities for 
offences against the existing law ; but I 
believe that outside the proclaimed dis- 
tricts in Ireland the law is the same in 
the two countries. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
hon. Gentleman see and have the law 
assimilated in the two countries ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


DUKE OF YORK’S MILITARY SCHOOL, 
CHELSEA. 

CoLoNEL DENN Y(Kilmarnock Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what are the conditions for entry 
of boys into the Duke of York's Military 
School, Chelsea; and whether he will 
inquire into the statements to the effect 
that children of soldiers at present serving 
in the Army, and holding good positions 
as non-commissioned ofticers, have been 


admitted in preference to sons of deceased | 


soldiers, whose circumstances entitle them 


to priority of entry, but which has been , 


denied them. 


associations are already in | 


' selection are set forth in Articles 1270 to 


1272 of the Pay Warrant. They lay down 
that a preference is to be given to orphans. 
There is no reason to suppose that the 
Commissioners fail to carry out the in- 
structions. If my hon. friend will give 
me particulars of the statements men- 
tioned I shall be glad to inquire into 
them. 


H.M.S. “POWERFUL”—SPEED TRIALS. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if 
Her Majesty’s cruiser “ Powerful,” on 
being paid off, is to have her boilers 
broken up or repaired so as to enable her 
to go to sea again ; and whether, if it is 
decided to repair or renew them, what is 
the nature and extent of the repairs or 
renewals ; further, seeing that her average 
speed while commissioned was only twelve 
knots, will the vessel, after being repaired 
or renewed in the boiler department, be 
run at her designed speed of twenty-two 
knots for seventy-two hours at least. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The “ Powerful” is 
quite fit to go to sea again now if 
required. Her boilers and machinery 
will undergo the usual refit, which every 
ship has after a commission in due course. 
It is not yet decided when this will be 
commenced. The nature and extent of 
repairs required cannot be stated at pre- 
sent, or until a thorough examination has 
been made. With regard to the latter 
part of the question, the hon. Member 
must surely be aware that men-of-war do 
not steam about the world at full speed, 
but their speed is regulated by the 
service on which they are employed, and 
with due regard to economy of coal. I 
may add that the “ordinary speed” of 


men -of-war when on_ service is, 
according to the Queen's  Regula- 
| tions, one-fifth of the full power. 


It has been frequently explained to the 


_ House that men-of-war are not designed 


to maintain their maximum speed for 
long periods. The designed speed of the 
“ Powerful ” for continuous steaming was 
twenty and three-quarters knots in smooth 
water. She made several full-speed trials 
while in China, in accordance with the 
usual Regulations, in which speeds of over 
twenty knots were maintained, and on 
one occasion she did 540 miles at an 
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average speed of twenty knots, which is { any steps have been or will be taken to 
a higher speed than any man-of-war with | ascertain the circumstances of the murder 
cylindrical boilers has ever maintained | of the chief Mgucesi, of two women, and 
for this distance. It would be premature | infants assegaied in Swaziland, and if 
at present to make any statement as to | anything will be done to prevent further 
any exceptional trials to be made with | murders. 


this ship after refit, but certainly she will! , 
go through all the usual trials on recom-| “SIR E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Is 


| the right hon. Gentleman aware that most 

| of the reports of alleged disturbances in 
Mr. ALLAN: May I ask the right Swaziland emanate from Boer sources 

hon. Gentleman to say what is to hinder | and therefore should be received with 

a 22-knot trial now if the vessel is in good | great suspicion. 

condition, and has nothing wrong with | : : 

her ? | pp a ne or STATE For 

Om a | THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I have told the hon. | Birmingham, W.) : Her Majesty’s Govern. 


. . . . | 
ord beep 4 ee ae pst a an | ment have not at present any control in 
? : nob propose to make vis | Swaziland, nor are they in a position to 
further trial after all the crew have gone “ 


aed make any inquiry there. The British 
through. The ship has been twoand a half | Goisul “before leaving Swaziland in 


years in commission, and there is every | . eee 
probability that a full-power trial id raelteral og ee Stews 
would not reach the necessary standard. \the Queen’s wishes, and my hon. Field 
Mr. ALLAN: Will you take a full-| the Member for the Ecclesall Division of 
power trial after she has been cleaned? | Sheffield spoke to them very strongly to 
“ | the same effect at a later date. 
Mr. GOSCHEN: She will be treated | 
like every other ship in Her Majesty’s | Dr. TANNER: These women and 
service. There is no reason for these | children were murdered and—— 
exceptional questions. Thehon. Member! , , is Prageee eae 
ane see that the full-power trials during arr ee shares ‘ oe me! ee 
her commission have been perfectly satis- q “A a Saas gras 
factory. 
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missioning. 


CEYLON-—-WASTE LANDS 


CAPE COAL DEPOT. LEGISLATION. 


Sm J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty what progress has been made 
with the work of improving the coal 
depét at the Cape of Good Hope, the 
estimated cost of which, as shown in the 
Navy Estimates, 1899-1900, is £6,000, 
towards which amount £2,000 only was 
taken for that year. 


THE CIVIL LORD oF THE AD-| 





Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has information to the effect 
that the Ceylon Chamber of Commerce 
and the Ceylon Planters’ Association have 
passed resolutions condemning the policy 
of Sir West Ridgeway in connection 
with the waste lands legislation in Ceylon ; 
and if further inquiry will be made. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have no 


MIRALTY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, | information to the effect indicated in the 
Worcestershire, E.): The £2,000 pro-| hon. Member’s question. 
vided last year was expended on improve- | 


ments to the existing coaling ground. | , 
y staan Aart ff AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL 
No further expenditure will be incurred | “™"3rp’SAMUEL WAY’S PAMPHLET. 


on this project in view of the greatly | e : 

increased coaling facilities included in| Mr. SWIFT MacMEILL: I beg to 
the scheme for the new dockyard exten- ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
sion. nies whether he or the Government have 


| or have had in their possession a copy of 


SWAZILAND—MURDER OF THE CHIEF | a pamphlet by the right hon. Sir Samuel 
MGUCESL | Way, Chief Justice of South Australia 


Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Secre- and Lieutenant Governor of that Colony, 
tary of State for the Colonies whether | in advocacy of the power of appeal to the 
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Privy Council from the decisions of the | by the Indian famine are not managed by 
Supreme Court of Australia, to be estab-| Government ; and I am therefore unable 
lished under the provisions of the | to state what the procedure may be which 
Commonwealth Bill, when their decisions those who have so generously initiated a 
interpret Australian Constitutions under | charitable famine fund in the United 
that Bill ; and, if so, whether a copy of | States will think it necessary to take. 
this pamphlet will be circulated among | The discussion on the Indian Budget is 
Members before the Second Reading of | mainly financial, and I do not think it 
the Commonwealth Bill. ' would be advisable to fix the debate at a 
2 | period when neither the past financial 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No pam- effect or probable duration of the famine 
phlet has been received, but a printed paper | could be adequately estimated. 
marked “confidential,” and enclosed in a; i . ry 
confidential despatch, containing observa-, MR. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
tions by Sir S. Way on the provisions of Out of that answer, may lask if it is not 
the draft Bill, was received at the Colonial } the fact that the Viceroy cabled to the 
Office in February last. It would be, United States saying that every dollar 
necessary to ask his consent before the | Was necessary to save life ; and whether 
publication of his confidential observa- | in the circumstances the Government will 
‘undertake to provide the funds for the 
famine. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is not Sir H y 
Samuel Way Chief Justice and Lieu. Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 


tenant Governor of one of the colonies? Member has, I think, confused two 
. oe things. The work done by the charit- 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes. able fund has nothing whatever to do 


_— _ , ._ | with the work done by the Government 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And he is! fund. The charitable fund is supple- 


olga — the proposal. W hy | mentary, but in a different sphere 
eep it secret ? | altogether. 


[No answer was given. | | 


tions. 


CHINA—NAVIGATION OF THE 


INDIAN FAMINE—AMERICAN RELIEF | biesuisae 
CONTRIBUTIONS. | Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | @S& the Under Secretary of State for 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of | Foreign Affairs whether he has received 
State for India whether he will state Official information as to the experience 
| T ” 
whether, having regard to the fact that a | of _ the gunboats _ ““ Woodeock” and 
Committee of the citizens of New York | “V oodlark in their recent journey on 
have issued an appeal for funds in aid of | the Yang-tsze from Ichang-fu to Chung- 
the sufferers from the famine in India, it | King-fu ; if so, what is the nature of the 
is proposed to communicate with all the | T@P°rt. 
cities of the United States with a view) «yr BRODRICK: We have only 
to obtaining contributions towards the | heard by telegraph of the arrival of the 
oe a ste hes 8 
faraine fund ; and whether, in view of the | two vessels at Chung-King. A full re- 
sympathy manifested in the distress now | port on the passage, which must neces- 


prevailing in India and of the seriousness | sarily be sent by mail, cannot be expected 
of the situation there, the Government | 


Deel : | for some time. 
will give the House an earlier oppor- 
tunity than that provided by the Indian | _— 
Budget of cee hh the Saidieatlagin of | ae cee 
sympathy alluded to, and of considering) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg: 
the gravity of the present condition of to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
India as it is affected by a famine of such , Foreign Affairs where Osman Digna is. 


magnitude. imprisoned, and what are the conditions 


Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror| under which he is treated. 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex,| *Mr. BRODRICK : Osman Digna is, so 
Ealing) : The hon. Member is aware that | far as Her Majesty’s Government are 
the charitable funds in aid of the sufferers | aware, imprisoned at Rosetta. They have 








583 Questions. 


no information as to any special condi- 
tions under which he is treated. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
‘the Government obtain the information ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK was understood to 
reply in the affirmative. 


UGANDA—SIR H. JOHNSTON’S AGREE- 
MENT WITH THE CHIEFS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, whether Sir H. H. 
Johnston, Her Majesty’s Special Com- 
missioner in Uganda, has drawn up a 
draft agreement with the regents and 
‘chiefs of that country ; and, if so, whether 
he can state the nature of the agreement, | 
and whether Papers dealing with the 
present condition of affairs in Uganda 
will shortly be laid upon the Table of the 
House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: A Report has been | 





received from Sir H. Johnston of the | 
nature indicated, but the negotiations are 

mot at a stage at which Papers could | 
‘be laid. It is anticipated that a full | 
Report on Uganda will be received from 

Sir H. Johnston which will be presented 

ito Parliament. 


EAST AFRICAN MAIL SERVICE. 


CoLONEL DENNY: I beg to ask the 
‘Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has been made aware 
that the Third Reading of the African 
Mail Steamship Subsidy Amendment | 
Bill has been passed without debate in 
the Reichstag in Berlin, and whether 
this Bill increases the subsidy paid 
for East African German mail service 
from £45,000 to £65,000 per annum; 
whether the company carrying out the 
‘service has increased its number of 
sailings per annum ; whether there is any 
regular British line sailing from the | 
United Kingdom to the East Coast of | 
Africa without transhipment ; and, if not, | 


whether the Government intend to do | 
anything in the shape of a moderate | 
subsidy to encourage a direct line of | 
steamers. | 
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sailings, but such an increase was con- 
templated. There is no direct line from 
the United Kingdom to the East Coast 
of Africa without transhipment. It has 
not been hitherto the practice to grant 
subsidies except as payment for the 
carriage of mails. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY— 
GRANT-IN-AID. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) ; 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is he now able to sa 
whether he will lay upon the Table of this 
House an account showing how the sum 
of £2,500, representing the annual grant- 
in-aid to the Incorporated Law Society, 


| was arrived at, and of what items that 
/sum is composed. 


THE CHANCELLOR oF THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Htcxs Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Yes, Sir. 


|/POST OFFICE — MEDICAL ATTEND- 


ANCE AT 

OFFICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if the privilege of free 
medical attendance has been withdrawn 
from the staff employed at the Moseley 
Sorting Office, Birmingham, although it 
has been enjoyed for fifteen years ; and, 
if so, what are the reasons for such with- 
drawal. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The privilege of free medical 
attendance is not authorised for the staff 


MOSELEY SORTING 


_at sub-offices such as Moseley, and it was 
allowed to the men at that place through 


inadvertence. When this became known 
the postmaster rightly withdrew it. 


HOURS OF LABOUR OF FEMALE 
SORTING CLERKS. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 


| Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 


the Posvmaster General, whether at 
certain head post offices female sorting 
clerks and telegraphists are called upon 


| to give official attendance till 10.30 p.m. ; 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The answer to the 
first two paragraphs of the hon. Member’s 
question is in the affirmative. We do 
not know whether since the passage of 
the Bill the company has increased its 


and if so, whether he will, on being 
furnished with details of such cases, take 
such steps as will obviate the necessity 
for so late an attendance by female 


clerks, 
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Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster! Board have had the position under their: 
General is not aware of such an arrange- | careful consideration, and if the steps 
ment asthe hon. Member describes, and they have recommended to the local 
will, on being furnished with details, authority are carried out, these will, in 
cause inquiry to be made with a view to | their opinion, effectually remove all cause 
the readjustment of any attendances for apprehension as to the spread of the 
which may be found to be contrary to! disease. As a matter of fact, no case of 
rule. | scarlet fever has occurred in the Homes 

| since the last week of March. 

SUNDAY DUFICE, TOS" §~=|s Sm CHARLES CAMERON: 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I | S°88estions have been made ? 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury,, *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: An. 
as representing the Postmaster General, | alteration of a section of the Public Health 
whether two young officers of the Sorting | Act giving certain powers to the local. 
Department of the Post Office, named | authorities. 

Dineen and Lovegrove, recently retired | 


Questions. 
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What 





from the service rather than accept the 
newly-imposed conditions which render 
Sunday work compulsory on all the staff ; 
and whether, in the conditions of service 
supplied to these young men by the! 
Civil Service Commissioners, any mention 
was made of their liability to perform 
such work. 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir. One— 
Dineen—stated that he resigned because 
he had vbtained a clerkship in the City. | 
The other—Lovegrove—gave the reason | 
stated in the question. Before taking up | 
his appointment, however, he signed a 
declaration that he fully understood it to 
be his duty at all times to give such 
attendance both on week-days and on) 





SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
BOARD — ST. MARGARET’S HOPE. 
PIER. 

Str LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetland) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether the Congested Districts 
Board kas come to any decision with 
regard to the application by the District 
Committee of South Ronaldshay for 
sanction to their scheme for a pier at St. 
Margaret’s Hope; and, if not, will he 
say what is the present position of the- 
negotiations, and is there any prospect of 
a favourable answer being given at an 
early date. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 








. . . | Board that as the pier at Burray (within. 
srs < ae are be Bin ner ' two miles of St. Maoguntile Hore) i not 
ae a ea |yet finished, they consider it would be: 
| undesirable to come to any final decision; 
SCOTTISH ORPHAN HOMES—BRIDGE | just now as to the St. Margaret’s Hope 
OF WEIR 17 ; 6 P 
tee pier. The matter is, however, at present 
Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, | before the Board, and will receive full 
cana ee b Le to ask rege me te | consideration in due course. 
cate whether he is aware that the Renfrew | - ; 
County Council have recently refused to | Sm LEONARD LYELL: I will call 
receive into their hospital for infectious | 4ttention to this matter on the Estimates... 
diseases cases of scarlet fever occurring | . 
at the Bridge of Weir Orphan Homes;| DUBLIN 
and whether the Local Government Board. | pes Sig 
has taken any, and, if so, what, steps to | Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
prevent the spread of the disease among I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
the hundreds of children inhabiting the | Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 


Homes, and through them to the general | General, will he explain why, on the 
population. /occasion of the recent visit of Her 


| Majesty to Dublin, the order of the Irish 

*Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | Privy Council, granting a bank holiday 
GraHam MurrRAy, Buteshire): The | applied to the clerical staff only of the 
answer to the first branch of the question | Post Office in Dublin; and, whether he 
is in the affirmative. Iam informed by the | is prepared to grant a holiday to all the 
Local Government Board that the refusal | other staffs, or an extra day’s pay in lieu 
was due to want of room, but that the | thereof. 


POST OFFICE AND THE 
QUEEN’S VISIT. 





587 


Mr. HANBURY: As I stated in reply 
to a similar question the other day,t 
instructions were given on the 26th 
ultimo that those officers in Dublin who 
could not be spared from duty on the 
occasion in question should be allowed a 
day in lieu at some other convenient time. 


Questions. 


IRISH TRAVELLING POST OFFICES— 
LAVATORY ACCOMMODATION. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 

ask the Seeretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, seeing that it was recommended 
by the Tweedmouth Committee that 
lavatory accommodation would be supplied 
in Irish travelling post office carriages, he 
will see that this accommodation shall be 
supplied to the travelling officers who 
have applied for it. 


Mr. HANBURY: Lavatory accommo- 
-dation is being provided in certain new 
mail carriages now being constructed in 
Ireland ; but it is proposed not to provide 
it in the carriages at present in use until 
it is seen whether the accommodatior is 
appreciated by the sorters in the new 
carriages. In a number of cases in which 
such accommodation has been afforded in 
England, the men, although they asked 
for it in the first instance, have, after ex- 
perience, applied that it might be with- 
drawn. 


DONAGHADEE (CO. 
LIGHTHOUSE. 
Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, S8.): I beg 
‘to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the destruction by fire of the lighthouse 
at Donaghadee, county Down; whether 
he can state when the new lighthouse will 
be erected there, and when it is likely to 
be ready for service to ships coming into 
Belfast Lough; whether any further 
attempt will be made for removal of the 
sand, stones, and silting which at present 
render Donaghadee Harbour dangerous to 
vessels coming there for commerce or for 
shelter ; and if he can state at what cost 
the Belfast Harbour Commissioners would 
for a few weeks let their steam dredger 
for the purpose of cleaning and rendering 
the harbour safe. 


Mr. HANBURY: The re-ereetion of 
the Donaghadee Harbour lighthouse does 
not rest with the Board of Warks, but 


DOWN) 





“+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxii., page 1103. 
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with the Board of Irish Lights, and I am 
not in a position to state when the new 
lighthouse is likely to be ready for service, 
In September, 1898, the Board of Works 
caused an inspection of the harbour to be 
made, and were advise! that it wag 
sufficiently safe for the boats frequenting 
it. There is no reason to believe that its 
condition has been to any substantial 
extent altered since that date. As the 
harbour was not constructed as a harbour 
of refuge, and cannot be regarded as one, 
there is no reason for undertaking the 
work suggested in paragraph three, and 
it is not proposed to do so. I am not in 
a position to state what the hire of the 
Belfast Harbour Commissioners’ steam 
dredger would cost. It was ascertained 
in October, 1898, that the only dredger 
then possesse] by the Belfast Harbour 
Commissioners available for hire was en- 
tirely unsuited for the economical removal 
of material at Donaghadee. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICERS’ 
CLAIMS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
any appeals have reached the Treasury, 
under the Irish Local Government Act 
of 1898, Schedule 7, Part 2, Sub-section 4, 
and whether any procedure or rules had 
been prescribed as to the manner of deal- 
ing with claims by officers which have 
been disallowed or cut down by the local 
authorities. 


Mr. HANBURY: Many such appeals 
have been received, and, for the most 
part, have been disposed of. No rules of 
procedure have been prescribed. An 
appeal may be made in the form of a 
letter to the Treasury, setting out the 
facts of the case, with copies of the 
relevant documents. 


FERMANAGH ROYAL SCHOOL 
ENDOWMENT. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in the division of the Fer- 
managh Royal School Endowment, the 
Roman Catholic Bishop of Clogher, the 
first chairman of the Roman Catholic 
Board, undertook to spend half the Roman 
Catholic portion of the endowment in 
Enniskillen, and that notwithstanding 
this promise, the whole funds of the Board 
are spent in Monaghan, while Fermanagh, 
which produces the endowment, is the 
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only county in Ireland which has not an | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
intermediate school for Roman Catholics; | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
whether he is aware that the Fermanagh | grant the Return which appears on the 
Roman Catholic Board has refused to| Paper to-day in the name of the hon. 
contribute to the funds for the support of | Member for East Mayo. 


a school at Enniskillen, unless the people | iia 
establish such school and maintain it at | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The notes of 


their own expense until it ‘is in a condi- | the evidence taken at the two inquiries 
tion to compete with the college in referred to form a very voluminous docu- 
o ; _ « 
Monaghan which for years past has mono- | pe ni Anas — ber a 
polised the entire endowment, and that | ? vype-written matter. 1e cost OF print- 
the town of Monaghan has three inter- | 198 the notes would be considerable, and 
t So " . . | a “i ey 7 
mediate schools for Roman Catholics, while | there | 9st ronan be any — 
Enniskillen, a larger town, has none ; | apne oe * ehich i oe ae ok a ne 9 
whether the Lord Lieutenant has power, | ped = ae an agecacee il eg 8 . : ans rae 
under the Educational Endowments Act of | “Test; More especially as a er verre 
1885, to require the Board to give effect already been forwarded by the Local 
to the Wihicats cdedenbinn tc th sa cadaan | Government Board to the lecal authority 
of 1891 by preci an intermediate | Concerned. The transcript of the evidence 
Sool in Runiskillen Tia aut len ahaha taken at the second inquiry is at present 
the average annual income of the Fer.| With the Rural District Council. 
managh Roman Catholic Board during; Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
the ten years ending 31st December, right hon. Gentleman permit my hon. 
1899 ; the amount of funds now possessed | friend to see it 2 
by the Board ; the number of free places | ' 
given to students during such ten years,, Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I think there 
specifying those given to Fermanagh | would be no objection to that. 
boys; and the number of students ad- | 
mitted during such ten years from| EXTRA POLICE _FORCE IN CORK 
counties other than Fermanagh and | COUNTY. 





Monaghan. | Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the Chief 


ie ertarene : Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
L ‘dod a Page pg sonar a | land why the police in Millstreet, Ballin- 
AL \- . . . Uy 4 ’ 


be | 2grees and that portion of the county of 
| Cork, are still maintained at a number in 
excess of the usual number. 


Central): This question cannot 
answered within the ordinary limits of a 
reply toa Parliamentary question, and I 
have forwarded to my hon. friend a Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have called 
written statement dealing with the several for, but not yet received, a report on this 
matters mentioned. question. In any case the distribution 
of the police at the places mentioned is a 

IRISH LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT. matter which rests entirely in the hands 
Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) of the local authorities responsible for the 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury | Peace of the district. No charge to the 
what taxes go to make up the Local T@tepayers Is involved by the police em- 
Taxation Account of Ireland at present ployed in any portion of the county Cork. 


and up to April, 1899. 
i . | IRISH URBAN COUNCILS—BORROW- 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The question ING POWERs. 

will best be answered by an examination (Gaprar~w DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
of the form in use for the Local Taxation to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
(Ireland) Account. I have forwarded to ] 
my hon, friend two such forms, one being 
the form at present in use, and the uther 
the form in use up to April, 1899. 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that difficulty is sometimes experienced 
by urban councils in Ireland in carrying 
‘out schemes for building workmen’s 
| houses, securing a water supply, or pro- 
DEATHS IN DUBLIN—LOCAL GOVERN. viding a system of sewerage, owing to the 
MENT INQUIRIES. | low limit of their borrowing powers ; and 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On behalf | whether he will consider the desirability 
of the hon, Member for East Mayo, I beg of taking steps to extend such borrowing 
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| altered so as to end on the 31st March, 
the annual Report will be issued about 
six months later, and the Report pub- 
lished this year will not, consequently, be 
ready until October next. This Report 
will include two sets of tables—those re- 
lating tothe financial year from March, 
1899, to March, 1900, and those relating 
to the broken or transitory period from 
September, 1898, to March, 1899. 
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powers when the loan is required for re- 
productive purposes. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This is not a 
matter upon which I should be prepared 
to express a definite opinion offhand, but, 
as at present advised, I should be inclined 
to doubt the expediency of the course 
suggested in the question. 


Captain DONELAN: Have many) 
cases similar to those mentioned in the | 
question occurred ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : No doubt 
there has been a certain number, but it is 
a serious thing to pass a general enact- 
ment enlarging borrowing powers. 





| LORDS OF APPEAL—ENGLISH, 
SCOTCH, AND IRISH APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether in view of the proposal to 
appoint Lords of Appeal for the colonies 
and India, a Lord of Appeal will be 
appointed from Ireland ; and whether his 


attention has been called to a meeting of 
Mr. M‘CARTAN: I beg to ask the 


“ ee 4 the Irish Bar recently on this subject. 
hief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | a 

Ireland whether his attention has been| , MR. T. M. HEALY: I beg at the same 
| time to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


called to the congratulatory resolution, | : 
unanimously adopted by the Belfast Board | whether the Government has received 
of Guardians, in favour of the medical | the resolution of the Irish Bar protesting 


attendant who appealed against the inter- | against the departure from established 


ference of the Irish Local Government | Precedent in filling up the recent vacancy 


Board with reference to the power of the |" the Irish Lawlordship by an English 
guardians to allow a certain number of | @PPointment ; what reply has been sent 
| to this resolution ; when will the Bill be 


holidays to the doctors to workhouses ; | - : : 
and if the Local Government Board is| introduced for the creation of Australian, 
considering the desirability of issuing Canadian, African, and Indian Lawlord- 


circulars to the different boards of | ships ; and will the salaries of the new 
guardians upon the subject. 


IRISH WORKHOUSE DOCTORS’, 
HOLIDAYS. 





| Peers be borne by the colonies and 

| dependencies of the Empire or by the 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The resolu-| taxpayers of Great Britain and Ireland. 

tion referred to in the question does not | 


appear on the minutes of the proceedings | 
The Local Govern- | 


of the guardians. 
ment Board have made no regulations on 
the subject of the holidays of medical 
officers of workhouses. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
RETURNS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo, I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when the Re- 
port of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland, and the Returns of local taxa- 
tion in Ireland for 1899 will be cir- 
culated. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Returns 
of local taxation for the period ended 
March, 1899, are being prepared and will, 
it is expected, be issued about the end of 
July next. 


The financial year being now 











THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.): As regards the resolution of 
the Irish Bar, I have to say that I have 
not received any such resolution. With 


|regard to the other questions, the Bill 


referred to not having been introduced, I 
think that any question as to what it will 
contain had better be deferred until its 
introduction. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can yet give the House any 
definite information as to the probable 
commencement and duration of the Whit- 
suntide Recess. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to be 


able to give an answer to this question 


early next week. 
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intend taking the Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes Bill before Whitsuntide ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I doubt very 
much whether it will be possible to take 
the Bill before Whitsuntide, but I cannot 
give a definite answer on the subject. 






An Hon. MemBer : Will the Savings | 
Bank Bill be taken to-night ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We take no 


{18 May 1900} 
Mr. STEADMAN : Does the First Lord | 





legislation on Fridays. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint! 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord | 
of the Treasury whether he can state | 
when the Public Record Office and the | 
Office of Woods and Forests Votes will | 
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but also to the constitutional arrange- 
ments which govern the three countries. 
It affects not only Ireland, but Scotland 
and England, quite as much as it affects 
ourselves, and I think I shall be able to 
demonstrate from the quotations and 
speeches of ministers, and from the 
statutes themselves, that the action of 
the Government on the present occasion 
is a breach of constitutional practice, and 
involves a needless and gratuitous de- 
parture from that practice. This should 
be considered, I submit, not from a 
personal point of view, and not from the 
point of view of the prerogatives of the 
judiciary, but it should be discussed from 
the higher standpoint of constitutional 
right. I propose to refer for a few 
moments to the history of the position, 


be taken in Committee of Supply. 


Votes to-night. Often when one asks too 
much he gets very little. I shall not go 
beyond the Scotch Votes to-night. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
The Right Hon. Sir Edward Henry 
Carson, knight, Q.C., for the Dublin 


University. 





FINAL COURT OF APPEAL (IRISH 
REPRESENTATION). 


{[MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 
ma 


Mr. T. M. HEAty, Member for 
North Louth, rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 


anee—viz., “the refusal of Her Majesty’s 
present advisers to recognise the just 
daim of Ireland to representation in the 
Final Court of Appeal for the three 
Kingdoms, and the breach of constitu- 
tional usage involved in the appointment 
if an English Judge to the vacaney 
treated by the resignation of the Irish 
law Lord”; but the pleasure of the 
House not having been signified, Mr. 
SPEAKER called on those Members who 
supported the Motion to rise in their 
places, and not less than forty Members 
having accordingly risen :— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I venture to 
submit that this question is one of con- 
siderable importance, not only to Ireland, 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtu Srries.] 














| and the relation in which Ireland stands 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro-| to the House of Lords itself. By the 
pose asking the House to take these | Treaty of Union, both for the people of 


| Scotland and of Ireland, it was provided 
| that final appeals should lie to the House of 
| Lords in the conjoint Parliament. Mr. 
| Disraeli, in his speech in 1873, relied upon 
that provision as a reason against the 
abolition of the House of Lords as the 
Judiciary for the three kingdoms by 
Mr. Gladstone’s Government. In 1873 
Mr. Gladstone brought in and passed into 
law a measure abolishing the House of 
Lords as the final Court of Appeal for 
England alone, but the Government dared 
not attempt to abolish the Lords appeal 
for Scotland or for Ireland, because the 
Irish and Scotch people were protected by 
the Articles of the Treaty of Union from 
being obliged to resort to a merely 
English court of law. Mr. Bouverie, the 
Member for Kilmarnock, brought forward 








definite matter of urgent public import-|a resolution on the 1873 Bill that the 


final Court of Appeal should embrace both 
Scotland and Ireland as well as England. 
A debate then arose as to whether this 
would not involve a breach of the Treaty 
of Union between Scotland, Ireland, and 
England. And what happened? A most 
remarkable thing happened. Seeing the 
absurdity of abolishing the House of 
Lords as a final Court of Appeal for 
England and leaving it intact for Scotland 
and Ireland, Mr. Gladstone, pressed by 
Mr. Disraeli, said he would yield to the 
contention of Mr. Bouverie, and the 


very words of the Amendment I have 
proposed are the words which came from 
Mr. Gladstone’s own lips, namely, “the 
recognition of the just claims of Ireland ” 
to representation in this final Court of 


Z 
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Appeal for the three kingdoms. As the | 
result of Mr. Bouverie’s motion these 


words were inserted in the Statute of | 
1873, providing for the nomination of | 
Irish and Scottish Judges in the new 
Court of Appeal— 


“And such three other persons as Her 
Majesty may be pleased to appoint by Letters | 
Patent; such appointment may be made 
either within one month before, or at any | 
time after, the day appointed for the com- 
mencement of this Act, but if made before | 
shall take effect at the commencement of this 


Act 


Mr. Gladstone said that not only would 
he appoint these three ex officio gentle- 
men who should hold official appoint- 
ments, but he said he would provide for 
ex officio appointments from Ireland and 
Scotland, and that was done in the very | 


same section which provides— | 


“Besides the said ex officio Judges and ordi- 
nary Judges, it shall be lawful for Her Majesty | 
{if she shall think fit) from time to time to | 
appoint, under Her Royal Sign Manual, as 
additional Judges of the Court of Appeal, any | 
persons who, having held in Ragland the office 
of a Judge of the Superior Courts of West- 
minster, hereby united and consolidated, or if 
Her Majesty’s Supreme Court hereby con- 
stituted, or in Scotland the office of Lord 
Justice General or Lord Justice Clerk, or in 
Ireland the office of Lord Chancellor or Lord 
Justice of Appeal, or in India the office of 
Chief Justice of the High Court of Judicature | 
at Fort William in Bengal, or Madras, or 
Bombay, shall respectively signify in writing 
their willingness to serve as such additional 
Judges in the Court of Appeal.” 


What were the judges from Ireland, 
Scotland, India, Madras, and Bombay 
appointed and created for under this 
section unless this Act was intended to 
be what it was called at that time, namely, 
a great Imperial Court of Appeal? That 
was clearly the intention of the Act. But | 
what next happened? In consequence | 
of the strong representations made | 
against the abolition of the House of | 
Lords as the final Court of Appeal | 
when the Liberal Government went out | 
of office at the beginning of the year | 
1874, and Mr. Disraeli’s Government | 
came in, the new Ministry determined | 
to preserve the ancient form and locus 
of this Appeal Court. Mr. Disraeli | 
had throughout resisted the attempt 
to abolish the judicature of the House 
of Lords, and after the Tories came 
into power he brought in a Bill restoring 
the judicature of the House of Lords and | 
repealing the Act of 1873. That Act did 
not pass in the first year that it was intro- 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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duced, but finally it became {aw in the 
year 1876, and the Court was constituted 
as originally agreed upon, and consisted 
of representatives both from England, 
Scotland, and Ireland. The principles 
agreed on in 1873 as to the personnel of the 


tribunal were not changed, but merely 
‘the title of the place in which it should 


sit. Let me quote from Hunsard for 1873, 
when this first great revolution in English 


legal procedure was brought in, to show 


the policy then adopted, which was in no 
wise quarrelled with in 1876. On the 
9th of June, 1873 (Volume 216, Third 
Series, page 651), the Attorney General of 
the day, in moving the Second Reading of 
the Bill, described this purely English 
measure, which did not in any way deal 


with the judiciary of Ireland or Scotland, 
as follows— 


«© And three others—an ex-Lord Chancellor 


or Judge, and certain Scotch and Irish Judges 


if they thought fit to come.” . 

Now what was the invention of this! 
Dr. Ball, afterwards Lord Chancellor 
and the then ex-Attorney General, 
made a speech objecting to the con- 


| stitution of the Court, and objected to 


the bringing over of Irish judges to 
concern themselves in English appeals 
when, owing to the Act of Union, neither 
Scotch or Irish suitors had the right to 
appeal to that court. At page 895 of 
the same volume he said— 


“The Lrish Judges and the Irish Bar had 
passed some resolutions on the subject, the 


| Judges declaring that it was of essential 


importance that there should be a right of 
final appeal from the Courts in [Ireland to the 
same tribunal which decided English appeals, 
and that in the event of anew Court of Appeal 
being substituted for the House of Lords, a 
suitable number of Irish Judges, both of law 


|and equity, should be associated with the 


English members of the appellate tribunal; 


| while the Bar declared that in order to preserve 


uniformity of decision in the courts of law and 
equity in England and Ireland, it was essential 
that there should be the same final Court of 
Appeal for both countries.” 

The Scotch Bar arrived at the same con- 
clusion, and therefore it was that Mr. 
Bouverie brought forward the resolution 
which was accepted by Mr. Gladstone's 
Government. In accepting Mr. Bouverie’s 
motion on the 30th of June, 1873, Mr 
Gladstone said, after referring to the 
agitation in Scotland and Ireland (page 
1563)— 


“ That being so, those who represented Ireland 


| and Scotland were not only willing but desir- 


ous that the jurisdiction as to Irish and Seoteh 
appeals should be removed from the House of 
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Lords, and that the Bill should be adapted to 


those altered circumstances, so as to give the 
measure a character of greater completeness 
and efficiency.” 


Mr. Gladstone was very strongly pressed 
upon that day by Mr. Disraeli and Mr. 
Harcourt to state what were the changes 
he proposed, and what influx of English 
and Scotch Judges he proposed to intro- 
duce, but he deferred details to a later 
stage. Mr. Bouverie, however, said upon 
this occasion— 

“Tt would be necessary to have a fair repre- 
seatation of the Judges of the two_ sister 
countries on the appellate tribunal. He was 
ylad his right hon. triend had acceded tu his 
proposal.” 


Mr. Gladstone, on the Ist of July, 1873 
(page 1631), detailed the nature of the 
proposed changes, saying— 


“It was intended to constitute one High 
Court of Appeal for the three kingdoms, and 
he did not think the just claim to have Lrish 
and Scotch Judges upen the Court would be 
alequately met by the simple addition of 
ex-officio Judges. it would, therefore, not be 
wise to make it binding to transfer the three 
Judges at the moment in the Court of Appeal 
from the common law Judges. He did not say 
what proposal it might be the duty of the 
(rovernment to make as to the number of 
persons to be put in the Court of Appeal, but 
the earliest opportunity would be taken of 
announcing their decision on the matter to the 
House.” 


Then the Solicitor General of the day, 
speaking immediately after Mr. Gladstone 
on the same occasion (page 1633), said— 

“That they might reckon on having to 
appoint members of the Scotch and_ Irish 
Bench or Bar, not with the view of increasing 
the charge on the public, but simply to provide 
for carrying out fairly the plan proposed by 
his right hon. friend the Member for Kilmar- 
nock.” 


On the same date Mr. Gladstone, in a 
subsequent speech, speaking under pres- 
sure from the House, outlined a little 
more fully what was the nature of the 
pledge he had given. On page 1640 of 
the volume of Hansard from which I have 
been quoting, this is how he met the | 
difficult conundrums put to him. He} 
said— 

“The Government thought it would be 
hecessary to introduce inte the Court of 
Appeal one ordinary member from the legal 
profession in Ireland and one ordinary member 
trom the legal profession in Seotland. Together 
with the ordinary members se appointed, it | 
would be right to make an additien to the ex 
“oficio members of the Court of Appeal, and 
this addition would consist of no fewer than 
éne from Scotland and one from Lreland.” 


{18 May 1900} 
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Therefore you have the admission of Mr. 
Gladstone in proposing this Court of 
Appeal that Ireland should have two 
members as members of this Court, and 
that Scotland should have an_ equal 
number. The Attorney General, on the 
sam® occasion, said that all the Com- 
mittee had to do was to consider the 
constitution of the Court as the English 
Appellate Court, and that any Scotch 
or [rish elements afterwards introduced 
would not alter it. Yet we are now 
told that Ireland is to be denied a 
vote in the supreme Court ef Appeal 
in these kingdoms, but that unknown 
gentlemen are to be brought either 
from India, from Mafeking perhaps, at 
any rate from the Transvaal and South 
Africa, from the wilds of Australia, 
and from distant Canada, and are to be 
paid by the taxes found by the people 
‘of Ireland, as well as by the people 
of England and of Scotland, in order to 
smooth and alleviate an ephemeral diffi- 
culty in which the Government are placed 
as regards Australia, and that these four 
gentlemen are to pronounce their opinions 
on Irish and Scotch legislation, while the 
right of Ireland and of Scotland is 
denied. That innovation is to be made 
after a century of union, and on an 
occasion when we are told “the golden 
moment” has been created for Ireland 
by the visit of the Queen. I ask upon 
what pretext does the Government enter 
on such a course ? If our appellate tribunal 
is to be invigorated by the introduction 
of Dutchmen from South Africa, Hindoos 
from India, as well as by Australians and 
Canadians, I ask are the arguments of 
Mr. Disraeli to have no weight as regards 
the introduction of Irishmen or Scotch- 
men to sit on the then purely English 


, Court constituted by the Act of 1873? 


Speaking on 3rd July, 1873, Mr. Disraeli 
suggested, as Zhe Times newspaper has 
recently done, that the intellect of 
Ireland was of so mean and poor a 
character, so to speak, that the appellate 
Court would be watered down if any 


Caledonian or Hibernian blood were 
allowed to introduce itself. Having 


attacked the Irish Bar for having had the 
audacity to make such a demand, he 
said— 

“In Dublin we have a most extraordinary 
meeting of lawyers, who pass a resolution the 
result of which is that they want to keep their 


| own intermediary Court of Appeal, which fur- 


nishes them with plenty vf business, and 
enjoy the privilege of having a couple of their 


Z 2 
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members nominated Judges of the Court of 
Appeal for England.” 


That was his understanding of the bar- 
gain, and the fact that he was opposed to 
it is all the stronger argumeni in favour 
of the position I take. He goes on— 

“There is another point with reference to 
these changes which I must bring before the 
consideration of the Committee, and that is 
the great importance that has always been 
attached—if we are to have a single Court of 
Appeal—to this, that that Court of Appeal 
should consist of first-rate men, and that those 
who construct and select the Court should have 
the power and privilege of selecting men for 
their merits ” 


—not because they come from Canada or 
Western Australia— 
‘*and for their merits alone, and that nothing 
but the possession of transcendent qualities as 
to learning, experience, sagacity, and character 
should sway the decision.” 
Is it learning or experience or sagacity 
or character that brings this quartet of 
gentlemen here to water down the intel- 
lect of England, Ireland, and Scotland ? 
fo) ’ ? 

Mr. Disraeli went on—he was not a bit 
too nice in his remarks— 

“There are to be two Scotch and two Irish 
members of this tribunal.” 


One can imagine the scorn with which 
Mr. Disraeli uttered these words and how 
his lip curled. But his shade can rest 
in peace at Hughenden because there is 
no longer any Irish member on_ this 
tribunal. He proceeds— 

““T do not 
remark ” 
—that is generally said when a man is 
about to make one 
‘“but both the Bench and the Bar of these 
countries at present furnish men quite ade- 
quate to this business. But this has not 
always been the case, for there have been 
times when neither Bench nor Bar of either 
Scotland or England could furnish such men.” 


wish to make an _ invidious 





I wonder would the Scotch Lord Advo- 
cate back up the statement— 

“There may have been times when we have 
found it very difficuls even in England, with 
its large area, to find adequate men.” 


Scroggs and Jeffries, for instance. 

“ By this new change in the Bill we are no 
longer to appoint only such men, because so 
far as four of the Judges are concerned you 
will select them not for excellence, but. for 
nationality.” 


Why, the whole of Mr. Disraeli’s argu- 
ment applies to the condition of affairs 


which would arise if the suggestions of | 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 
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Her Majesty’s Government are carried 
out. 


‘When these four men have transacted their 
special business ” 


—their Scotch and their Irish business— 


“they will then be deciding English 


business,” 

—what a profanation !|— 

“and therefore, instead of securing in your 
Court of Appeal those only who have beep 
appointed for excellence, it is quite possible 
that you may have your appeals trom England 
decided by Scotch and Irish Judges, who save 
not been appointed for excellence, but for 
nationality.” 

He thought the phrase so admirable that 
he repeated it, there being at that time 
no rule against tedious repetition. Mr, 
Gladstone followed the right hon. Gentle 
man and bade him be of good heart. He 
said— . 

“He ae ig mages the arzival of a period 
when it will be necessary for the Prime 
Minister of the day to fill up the vacancies in 
the Court of Appeal with inferior men from 
Ireland and Scotland. This doctrine as to the 
inferiority of Irishmen and Scotchmen is an 
awkward doctrine. I do not understand what: 
experience has led him to lay down this 
despairing doctrine.” 


And then he asks whether it is the choice 
of a Lord Advocate in his own Govern- 
ment that led him to lay it down. We 
have happily gone a long way from 
these times. The Government of the 
day, forgetting all their traditions and 
finding a vacancy, now think they 
are entitled to fill it not by an Irish 
appointment, but may roam at large and 
put in whom they please. It is not 
for me to say a word against the dis- 
tinguished lawyer who has been appointed 
in the place of Lord Morris. Lord Morris 
resigned on account of old age, and Lord 
Lindley has the great advantage of being 
one year younger. I understand that his 
lordship is the author of a great work on 
Partnership. He will now in his leisure 
be able to revise it, and to write a 
chapter on “ Predominant Partnership.” 
That is the advantage he and we owe 
to “Unionist” principles. Let me now 
make some further citations from the 
debates which I have quoted. The 
Bouverie plan was apparently cavilled at 
by some Irishmen, and Mr. Butt and 
others held out for the arrangement 
under the Act of Union whereby Ireland 
and Scotland were entitled to press their 
suits to the House of Lords. Mr. Glad- 
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stone, therefore, on 14th July, 1873, 
praised Dr. Ball, afterwards Lord Chan- 
eellor, and attacked Mr. Butt for the view 
he took. Dr. Ball had stated that he was 
infavour of the Government proposal, and 
that he believed it would consolidate 
the union of the three kingdoms, but 
Mr. Butt opposed it. Mr. 






Mr. Butt for supporting the ancient right 


of Lords. Mr. Gladstone then used these 
words, as they are to be found in Hansard, 
Third Series, vol. 217, page 360— 


“JT have no doubt that there will be one 


and effectual.” 


how has it been made effectual? Let 
Lord Lindley’s appointment in 1900 to 
the recent Irish vacancy answer! When 
the Tory Government repealed these 
sections of the Act of 1873, and proposed 
the Appellate Judicature Act of 1876, 


mentary bargain which had been struck. 


sitas Peers from the three nations were 
constituted for the moment in this way. 
Lord O'Hagan had been Mr. Gladstone’s 
Chancellor ; he had a seat in the House of 
Lords at that time; he had been in the 
House of Lords since 1868—and Lord 
Q’Hagan became instantly, by the mere 
operation of the Act, a member of the 
new Court of Appeal. 
took two paid members of the Privy 


Court so constituted consisted of an Irish, 
an English, and a Scotch Judge. So it 


the Privy Council died in 1882. 
an English member. 
then in office, and what did he do? 


pledge which the Government had made 
in the Bill of 1873 to an Irish Judge, 


Irish judicial bench. 
continued a member of the House 
of Lords, in his capacity as an 
Irish Law Lord, until he died in 1889. 
What happened then? A Conserva- 
tive Administration was in _ office. 
Did that Conservative Administration 








{18 May 1900} 


Gladstone | 
patted Dr. Ball on the back for taking up | 
the Unionist attitude, and condemned | 


of the Irish people to resort to the House | 


Court of Appeal for the three kingdoms, and | 
that the just claim of Ireland has received a | 
recognition which I believe will be permanent | 


How has it been made permanent, and | 


they throughout accepted the Parlia- | 


The three judicial persons who were to | 


The Government | 


Council, and made peers of them, and the | 


went on from 1876, until one of those | 
members who had been transferred from | 
He was | 
Mr. Gladstone was 
He | 


gave that office in redemption of the | 


Mr. Justice Fitzgerald, afterwards Lord | 
Fitzgerald, a well-known member of the | 
Lord Fitzgerald | 
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| then say, “ Whether it be an Englishman 
‘an Irishman or a Scotsman who shall 
| succeed is a matter of indifference to us. 
| We will appoint whom we please ; we will 
|look among our friends and supporters, 
‘and give the vacancy thus created by 
| Lord Fitzgerald’s death toan Englishman 
ora Scotsman”? Nothing of the kind. 
They went to Ireland, and appointed Sir 
Michael Morris (afterwards Lord Morris), 
Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, to the 
vacancy caused by the death of Lord 
Fitzgerald.. Therefore, you have not 
only the original arrangement of 1873, 
confirmed afterwards by Mr. Gladstone 
in 1882 and endorsed in 1889 by Lord 
Salisbury himself. Now, can a matter 
of this kind, affecting not merely the 
judiciary, but the national sentiment of 
|the three kingdoms, be overlooked as 
a question of no moment? For if such 
a departure from: precedent, principle, 
and understanding be right and proper 
|as regards Ireland, why should not the 
/same apply to Scotland or England ? 
| What would the English people think if 
the Court of Appeal in the House of Lords 
was constituted of a number of barristers 
‘drawn from the four Courts in Dublin? 
Practically that is a constitutional possi- 
bility, but everybody knows thai if a 
Government were to attempt anything of 
the kind it would not survive a week 
after. The only thing that I know of 
which can have induced this change is 
that some two years ago when the Irish 
Members consented to the reduction of 
the Irish Judiciary ; in giving that con- 
sent it was provided, upon a proposal 
I made, that any saving which had been 
effected would be applied to Irish pur- 
poses. Then the Treasury, although 
they never allow us to see their accounts 
or to audit their ledgers, were pleased 
to earmark the amount of the saving 
at £10,000 a year. The Treasury, there- 
fore, the moment they got this vacancy, 
immediately took revenge upon Ireland 
and seized for an English Judge £6,000 
|a year out of the savings which were 
‘nominally handed over to the Agri- 
cultural Department or some other Board 
in Ireland. I have shown that by the 
Act of Union it was the right of the Irish 
_ people as well as the Scotch people to 
have their appeals brought in this country 
to the House of Lords. Up toO’Connell’s 
| case, and still theoretically, it is the right 
of every Irish peer to come into the House 
of Lords and give his vote on any subject 


(Irish Representation). 
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of appeal from Ireland. If these noblemen, 
in resentment at the treatment of Ireland 
by the Government in this matter—and 


I hope they will seize the occasion—were | 


to swarm down to the Palace of West- 
minster and wait until some high equity 
question, or something affecting the Trea- 
sury, or the estate duty, or the Finance 
Act, or something affecting their pockets 


{COMMONS} 





and the right of the Crown to levy on | 


their estates or the estates of their 


followers—if they waited outside for a | 


while and then came into the House 


(Lrish Representation). —-604. 
the dependency of Ireland upon the Crown of 
Great Britain, may it please your most, 
Excel'ent Majesty that it may_be declared, 
and be it declared by the King’s most 
Excellent Majesty, by and _ with the 
advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual 
and Temporal and Commons, in this 
present Parliament assembled, and by the 
authority of the same, that the said King. 
dom of Ireland hath been, is, and of right 
ought to be subordinate unto and depen- 
dent upon the Imperial Crown of Great 
Britain, as being inseparably united and 


; annexed thereunto; and that the King’s 


Majesty, by and with the advice and consent 


|of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal and 


of Lords and took their places on the | 
benches, and gave their votes against | 
Lord Lindley and the Lord Chancellor, | 


and all the other law Lords, I wonder | 


what face there would be in Downing 
Street the next day at this so-called 
departure from constitutional practice. 
I have some hope that something of that 
kind may be done. There are a great 
many Irish Peers. You have placated 
Lord Londonderry and some 
friends, but there is still Lord Ardilaun 
lying “outside the breastworks.” I have 
great faith that some of these Irish 
Peers, when stirred up to a proper pitch, 
understanding their own wrongs and 
grievances, will see an obvious way of 
remedying them. I will now refer to 


the historical position which Ireland 
takes in regard to this question of 


appeal, to show the House that this 
is not merely a question of a Kool- 
gardie legislature, of some new legis- 
lative shanty set up in the wilds of 
Africa, or in the forests of Canada, but 


Commons of Great Britain in Parliament 
assembled, both, and of right, ought to have: 
full power and authority to make laws and 
statutes of sufficient force and validity to bind. 
the Kingdom and people of Ireland. And be 
it further dedatel and enacted by the 


| authority aforesaid, that the House of Lords 


of his: 


that it is a grave and ancient historical | 


constitutional question, having its roots 
far back in the centuries. There had 
been long a question between the Irish 


and the English House of Lords in regard | 
to the assertion of their judicial powers. | 


Mr. Disraeli referred to it, in the debate 


which I have quoted, as one of the im-| 


portant questions which had affected the 


international relations of the two countries. | 


In the Annesley case in 1717, the right | 2 : 
| such writs, appeals, or proseedion: shall be, 


of the Irish House of Lords to be the 


final Court of Appeal on all Irish matters | 


was asserted, and to resist this the Eng- 


lish Parliament by th xeorge L., | 
y the Act of 6 George L, | Britain, by virtue of any writ of error or 


Chapter VI., enacted— 


‘* Whereas the House of Lords of Ireland 
have of late, against law, assumed to them- 
selves a power and jurisdiction to examine, 
correct, and amend the judgments and decrees 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 


of Ireland have not, nor of right ought to have, 
any jurisdiction to judge of, attirm, or reverse 
any judgment, sentence, or decree, given or 
made in any court within the said Kingdom, 
and that all proceedings before the said House 
of Lords upon any such judgment, sentence, or- 
decree, are, and are hereby declared to be, 
utterly null and void to all intents and 
purposes whatsoever.” 


Now, how did the Irish Parliament 
receive that declaration? The Irish 
Parliament and House of Lords no doubt 
for a few years felt themselves bound to. 
submit to the insult of Irish suitors 
being compelled to resort to a purely 
English tribunal, which had no sympathy 
with Irish sentiment. But in 1752 the 
Irish Parliament compelled the English 
Government of the day to repeal that 
Act, and then when Lord Mansfield had 
presumed to give an opinion in reference 
to an Irish appeal, notwithstanding such 
repeal the Irish Parliament compelled the 
English Parliament to pass not merely a 
repeal but a declaratory Act in 1783. 
That Act set forth— 


“That no writ ot error or appeal shall be 
received or adjudged, or any other proceeding 
be had by or in any of His Majesty's Courts 
in this Kingdom, in any action or suit at law, 
or in equity, instituted in any of His Majesty's 
Courts in the Kingdom of Ireland ; and thatall 


and they are hereby, declared null and void to 
all intents and purposes ; and that all records, 
transcripts of records or proceedings, which 
have been transmitted from Ireland to Great 


_ appeal, and upon which no judgment has been 


given or decree pronounced before the first day 
of June, 1782, shall, upon application made by 
or in behalf of the party in whose favour 


agg was given, or decree pronounced in 


reland, be delivered to such party, or any 


of the courts of justice in the Kingdom of | person by him authorised to apply for and 
Ireland ; therefore, for the better securing of | receive the same.” 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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And this statute goes on to say— 


“That the said right claimed by the people 
of Ireland to be bound only by laws enacted 
by His Majesty’ sand the Parliament of that 
Kingdom, in all cases whatever, and to have 
all actions and suits at law or in equity, which 

may be instituted in that Kingdom, decided in 
His Majesty’s Courts therein finally, and 
without appeal from thence, shall be, and it is 
hereby deciared to be, established and ascer- 
tained for ever, and shall, at no time here- 
after, be questioned or questionable.” 


That is the historic position. I now come 
tothe lowest point of yiew of this ques- 
tim—the litigant or personal position. 
What is the excuse of the Government for 
this English appointment? It is that the 
appeals. from freland to the House of 
Lords are very few. I do not care 
whether they are only six or seven in the 
year. If there was 
think it would matter in the least degree 
for the House of Lords, I must remind 
the House, is engaged every day 
in making the laws of the three 
kingdoms of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and of the whole Empire. 
I take three great instances which, 
although not nominally affecting the 
rights of [freland, really do affect not 
merely the rights of Ireland, 
portions of the United Kingdom. I take 
the question of /abeas corpus decided in 
Barnardo’s case. The question was whether 
Catholic children could be kept in custody 


under particular circumstances, and the | 


House of Lords affirmed the rights of 
parents and guardians and defined their 
powers. Am I to be told that the 


decision of the House of Lords in this | 


matter does not go to the homes of 
the humblest peasants in Ireland as well 
as to the highest in the land in England 
or Scotland? I take another question 
—the question of conspiracy—which was 
recently decided in the House of Lords in 
the case of Allen v. Flood. Are there no 
workmen in Ireland as well as in England 
or Scotland? And are the rights. and 
privileges of Irish workmen, aye, and of 
Irish masters, not to be considered by 
Trish judges acting as constituent mem- 
bers of the final court of the Empire ? 
Does the legislation that emanates from 


the judicial ‘lips of the Lords of Appeal | 
not affect us in our country as you in| 


What is it | 


yours? Take another case. 
that causes sometimes the greatest agita- 
tion and arouses the keenest legislative 
conflict ? We know, 
Devonshire said the other day, that it is 


{18 May 1900} 


not one I do not, 


but of all | 


up to Edinburgh, 


as the Duke of | 
| house. 
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' the question of temperance and the drink 
trattic. Take the decision of their Lord- 
ships in the case of Sharp v. Wakefield. 
You could not now legislate in this House, 
or the House of Lords, contrary to the 
way the Sharp v. Wakefield case was 
decided. Although it may be that tech- 
nically the law of Sharp v. Wakefield 
does not aftect Ireland, it affects it indi- 
rectly in this way: while the English 
publican has only a yearly term, inferen- 
tially the House of Lords’ decision set up 
that the Irish vintner has practically a 
durable or permanent claim. In all such 
decisions and many others Ireland is 
interested. I do not refer to the 
land question, the law of ejectment, 
or the Irish law of bankruptcy. I 
disdain to consider the matter merely as 


(Irish Representation). 


regards the differences in tke legal 
; systems of the three countries. I think 


that is putting it upon a low ground, 
and I decline to do so; “but I 
claim that Ireland, which was bribed out 
of its own final House of Appeal by the 
Act of Union, and is compelled to come 
here and be represented legislatively in 
this House and the House of Peers, has as 
good a right to be represented judicially as 
legislative ely in this Parliament of West- 
minster. That is the position I assume. 
Now I come to the last question, and 
possibly the lowest of all, namely, the im- 
possibility at times of obtaining in Ireland 
men of competence, and the necessity that 
exists for strengthening the House of 
Lords. I hope the Scotch Members, when 
there is a Scotch vacancy, will bear in 
mind that it is not the law of Scotland or 
the ancient claims of that kingdom which, 
according to the new English doctrine, are 
to be considered when the judiciary is 


being reconstituted, although when a 
Scotch vacancy lately occurred you 


appointed a Scotchman, Lord Robertson, 
on the death of Lord Watson. Lord 
Robertson was once Lord Advocate, and 
sat in this House, and was afterwards 


a distinguished judge. When the 
vacancy occurred you at once went 


obtained his ser- 


vices, and created him a peer. It is only 


|in Ireland that you dare act otherwise 


in this matter. We have heard a 
great deal about the wearing of the 
shamrock, and we have heard magnificent 
allusions to the motto, Quis separabit ? 
It seems to me that the shamrock has 
already been dumped out of the orchid 
I do not think I need say a word 
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for the capacity of the Irish judiciary 
lately sneered at by The Times. All the 
men, I think I may say, of that judiciary 
are opposed to me in politics ; but I can say 
that, although I have often had occasion 
to criticise them in this House and out of 
it, no one has received more kindness and 
courtesy at their hands. The action 
which I take in bringing forward this 
matter would probably have come more 
forcibly from some member of the Unionist 
party opposite, who may have aspirations 
to some of those great offices ; but I argue 


{COMMONS} 


the question from the point of view of the | 


national claims of Ireland. 


I think this | 


is a matter that may properly be brought | 


forward by an 
one affecting Irish public rights. I 
have constantly preached to those 
Irish lawyers in Dublin in this way: 
“The moment England gets the chance 
she will sell you.” What is more, they 
believe it. There is not a man among 
the Irish Tories, so far as I know, who is 
satisfied with the position. The 
they say is, “ Better the devil we know 
of than the devil we don’t.” That is the 
very highest praise you have from them. 
Was the Irish Attorney General entitled 
to no consideration at your hands? He 
served you long and well, but forsooth Lord 
Lindley had to be provided for. I notice 
in the “ Life of Lord Plunket,” the dis- 
tinguished ancestor of a very 
tinguished member of the House of Lords, 


Irish Nationalist, as | 


best | 


dis- | 


who sat long in this House as Member | 


for the University of Dublin, a very re- 
markable passage. Lord Plunket had 
some curious experience of the English 
bar. He was appointed by the King 
Master of the Rolls. He had been a very 
distinguished man in his day, but being a 
mere Irishman, 
Master uf the Rolls in England, the 
English bar met and unanimously re- 


solved that they would not practise before | 


Lord Plunket, and within three days he 
was compelled to resign his office. Lord 


and being appointed | 
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present state of the courts of law does not 
allow us to do in this country.” 

They were at it in 1841, and they are at 
it in 1900. They wanted to provide for 
the Attorney General, and so they sug- 
gested that the Irish Lord Chancellor 
should make way for him. A mere 
Irishman should give way to the high and 
mighty Attorney General of the day 
to suit the convenience of Minis. 
terial arrangement. There is this to 
be said, I think, for Lord Morris. I do 
not believe for one moment it entered 
into his wildest dreams that the office 
he vacated would be filled up by the 
English Master of the Rolls. I am sure 
that I do Lord Morris justice when I say 
that I do not believe he knew his office 
was to be gifted away in that extra- 
ordinary manner. Whom have you satis- 
fied and pleased? Is Australia pleased ! 
We, the Irish people, are to have questions 
under the Land Act decided by a gentle. 
man from the bush in Australia. { may 
be told that there is no direct appeal from 
the Land Commission to the Heuse of 
Lords. But in the case of Westropp ». 
Elligott, which was decided by the House 
of Lords on a question of ejectment, the law 
as laid down by the House of Lords has 
governed the practice of the Land Commis- 
sion and the Irish Court of Appeal on Pas- 
ture Holdings under the Land Acts for the 
last fifteen years. In future we shall have 
the Chief Justice of Coolgardie giving his 
profound opinion on those intricate ques- 
tions of Irish law, while Irish Judges, 
competent and able, are deprived of the 
position which they are entitled to, not 
only by reason of their training but by 
reason of the constitutional arrangement 
arrived at so far back as the dates I have 
indicated. The Government have held 
out to their supporters in [reland a charn- 


‘ing prospect. I don’t believe they fear that 


an Irish Home Rule Government could 


do worse. Many of them are already think- 


Plunket received the office later on of | 


Lord Chancellor in Ireland. 
from Lord Melbourne to Lord Plunket, 
dated Downing Street, June 6th, 1841, it 
is suggested that he should resign his 
office. Why? The letter says— 

“You see the struggle in which we are en- 
gaged, and you are aware that many minis- 


In a letter | 


ing with us. I think they will no doubt 
find, as the clutch of the Treasury Thug 
tightens, that gradually all the great 
offices which used to be the prizes of 
Ireland’s intellect will disappear, aad 


| that Ireland firmly manacled is no longer 


| tries. 


terial arrangements must be necessary on the | 
occasion of the approaching dissolution of Par- 
liament. 
convenient, 
provide for the Attorney General, which the 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Amongst these it would be most 


a factor worth counting in the inter- 
national arrangements of the two coun 
You have sufficient strength to act 
in the manner I have exposed, and for 


‘that mode of acting no doubt to some 


and we are most anxious, to @Xtent the Irish Bar 


_ Judiciary are largely themselves to blame. 


and the Irish 
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They stood by while millions of their 
countrymen emigrated, and they stood 
by, I may say, almost without a com- 
plaint. The Irish Judiciary has gone on 
administering English law without having 
regard to the sentiments of the country. 
They have looked not to the Irish in- 
terest but to the English interest, and 
now England, in the time of trial, has 
deserted them. That will be the fate 
of any Irishman, or class, that puts its 
trust in the English Government. I have 
often said that considerations of a dung- 
hill in London are dealt with as if they 
are more important than the entire affairs 
of the Irish nation. You think half-an- 
hour thrown away when an Irish topic is 
introduced. That is the inevitable result 
of the system which I have assailed, and 
although perhaps I have undertaken a 
task which might have devolved on other 
shoulders, I have great pleasure myself in 
having brought it forward as a protest 
and arraignment of the British mode of 
ruling our country, and therefore beg to 
move the adjournment of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA-| 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. and learned Gentleman 
who has just sat down has travelled over 
avery large number of topics, some of 
them only remotely connected with the 
subject he has brought before the House. 
No inconsiderable portion of his speech, 
as I understood it, was directed, not 
against the recent exercise of the power 
of appointment in connection with the 
House of Lords, but against a Bill, not 
yet introduced, dealing not with the 
House of Lords, but wish the Privy 
Council in this country. I see no con- 
nection between those two subjects ; I see 
no relevancy in the observations of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman upon them ; 
and I shall confine my remarks to that 
part of the hon. Gentleman’s speech 
which seemed to me directly relevant to 
the case he brought before us. I shall 
begin by dealing with an argument 
which I agree is in some ways 


the least important of the a:guments 
that may be urged on either side 
of this question, but which is nevertheless 
an argument that cannot be passed by 
I mean the interest of liti- 


altogether. 
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gants, and the number of the appeals 
actually brought before the House of 
Lords from Ireland. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman said that he did not care 
whether the number of Irish appeals 
dealt with by the House of Lords was six, 
seven, or eight, or anything of that kind. 
It is nothing like six, seven, or eight at 
the present time. I understand that the 
number of Irish appeals adjudicated upon 
in 1895 was one, in 1896 one, in 
1897 two, in 1898 none, and in 1899 two. 
That is a fact which, although it ought 
not, in my opinion, entirely to govern, or 
even in any serious or important sense to 
govern our action in this case, cannot be 
left out of our view. May I, though not 
an Englishman myself, put in a plea for 
England in this matter ? 


(Irish Representation). 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Poor England! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, poor 


England, from the point of view from 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
advocated the case of Ireland. The 
appeals heard before the House of Lords 
are in an enormous proportion English 
appeals. The Scotch appeals are much 
more frequent than the Irish appeals, 
and, of course, they are much smaller in 
number than the English appeals. I 
understand that in the House of Lords 
these English appeals for months past 
have sometimes been decided by the Lord 
Chancellor, an Irishman, and a Scotch- 
man. It appears to me that, if England 
were to take the line taken by the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, she might per- 
haps have something to say as to the in- 
justice or inexpediency of such a state of 
things. For my own part I do not 
advance that argument. I believe that 


those gentlemen, although two of 
them were not LEnglishmen, were 


perfectly competent to deal with the 
English appeals brought before them. But 
I leave that argument to go to a far more 
important contention of the non. Gentle- 
man—namely, that, owing either to Par- 
liamentary pledges or to the arrange- 
ments made under the Act of Union, there 
isa moral obligation upon the Govern- 
ment of the day always to see that one of 
the Lords of Appeal is an Irishman. With 
all respect to the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, I really fail to follow his 
argument with regard to Parliamentary 
pledges ; he read us long and very inte- 
resting extracts from Hansard, which, 
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however, had not to do with the law as it 
now stands, or with anything which now 


governs our proceedings, but which had | 


to do with a Bill which is now repealed, 


and with that clause of that repealed | 
Bill which never came into force. | 
I must say that in those cir- 


cumstances it 
be of very little importance what Mr. 
Gladstone said to Mr. Disraeli, or what 


Mr. Disraeli replied to Mr. Gladstone ; | 


the whole of that debate is absolutely 
irrelevant. 


mentary pledge in connection with the 
Act of 1876, which now governs us, which 
has been violated either in the letter or 


{COMMONS} 


seems to me to | 


Wheat we have got to con- | 
sider is whether there was any Parlia- | 
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|livered in defence of the action the 
| Government took. But why the hon, 
and learned Gentleman should think it. 
would move us to be told that Mr. 
Disraeli entertained a view which 
certainly would have precluded him 
from regarding himself as invariably 
bound to appoint a member of the 
Irish Bar, I really do not understand, 
Having, as I venture to think, completely 
disposed of that part of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s speech which dealt 
with Parliamentary pledges, I go back to 
the wider issues he has raised in connec- 
| tion with the position of the House of 
Lords. He says, as I understand, that 
Ireland by the Act of Union had a right 


in the spirit by the recent appointments. | to appeal to the House of Lords of the 


It appeared to me as I listened to the 
hon. Gentleman that he himself supplied 
a complete and conclusive answer to his 
own argument. His argument was that | 
there had been an invariable practice, | 
now broken for the first time; but he 
himself informed us—he was the person 
from whom I have learnt the fact—that 
when the Court of Appeal was first con- 
stituted in 1876 there was no Lord of | 
Appeal from Ireland—no Irish life peer | 
from Ireland, or belonging to the Irish | 
Bar, was appointed under the Act of 


1876. | Appeal. 


An Hon. Member: There 


vacancy. 


was no 


If there was 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


not there might have been. 


United Kingdom as a final Court of 
Appeal, and he seems to think the posi- 
tion of Ireland is now worse than it was 
during the generations which immediately 
succeeded the passing of the Act of Union. * 


' Can that contention be supported in sub- 


stance? The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man plunged into technicalities into which 
I do not think he is accustomed to plunge, 
although some of his profession may be, 
and told us that this was a safeguard for 
Ireland, because the Irish representative 
peers had a right to vote in the Court of 
I am not going to argue the 
technical constitutional right of the Irish 
representative peers, or of any other peers, 
to take part in the proceedings of the 
House of Lords as a judicial assembly. 
Everybody knows that whatever the 
technical right may be it never was a 


| substantial right, it never was exercised. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, | 
N.): The Act provided for the case of a | 
vacancy arising. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well;) 
what does that prove? It conclusively 
proves that the framers of the Act | 
deliberately intended to launch the Act 
without an Irish Lord of Appeal. In 
those circumstances how can you say | 
that the invariable practice since the Act | 
came into force was of the kind that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman contended ? | 
There was no pledge given, and although 
the hon. and learned Gentleman, whose 


There was, indeed, one famous attempt 
to exercise it, and as far as I know only 


| one. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): There were several. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro- 
fess to have looked up the question. I 
am speaking, of course, without prepara- 
tion, but I have never heard myself of 
any attempt on the part of lay lords 
since the Union to exercise any jurisdic- 
tion in the House of Lords considered as 


‘a final Court of Appeal, except in the 


industry is beyond question, has searched | famous case of O’Connell, and there the 
volume after volume of Hansard to find a | 
Parliamentary pledge, he has really read | 
nothing from Hansard relevant to this de- | 
bate, as far as I can see, except the 
speech of Mr. Disraeli, which was de- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


technical right was opposed by a technical 
plea, and practically the lay lords exer- 
cised no influence whatever upon the 
decision to which the law lords ultimately 
came. I have not had the time nor the 
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opportunity to look into the matter, but | treatment Lord Plunket received at the 


I greatly doubt whether you will find in 
the first sixty years that elapsed since the 
Union that Irish lay lords took any im- 

ortant part in the judicial deliberations 
of the House of Lords. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Certainly ; 
there was Lord Clare. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lord Clare must 
have taken a very small part in the 
judicial work of the House of Lords since 
the Union. I am considering, recollect, 
aperiod of sixty or sixty-five years, and I 
say absolutely without hesitation that 
the position of Ireland in the House 
of Lords at the time was in- 
comparably weaker than the position 
of Ireland is at the present moment. I 
do not think anybody will doubt that. 
This is not a question merely of members 
of the Irish Bar; it is a question also, as 
the hon. and learned Gentleman says, of 
Irishmen, men of Irish blood. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman expressly made 
allusion to that point. How many men 
either belonging to the Irish Bar, or 
Irishmen in any sense of the word, now 
take part or have a right to take part in 
the jucicial proceedings of the House of 
Lords as a final Court of Appeal? In the 
first place, there is Lord Ashbourne, the 
Irish Lord Chancellor. There is, in the 
second place, Lord Morris, who, though 
no longer a Lord of Appeal, has, of course, 
still a right to sit in the Court of Appeal. 
Lord Russell, the Chief Justice of Eng- 
land, whose right to be considered an 
Irishman will not be disputed, also has a 
right to sit as a member of the Court of 
Appeal ; and there is Lord Macnaghten, 
an Irishman, who is actually a member of 
the Court of Appeal. I challenge the 
hon. Gentleman who interrupts me—not 
rudely, but because his interest is so 
much excited over this matter—I chal- 
lenge him, with all his historical reading, 
to find a single period of Irish history, 
from the Union in 1800 down to 1870, 
when so many men belonging to Ire- 
land or of Irish extraction had a 


right to take part in the proceedings | 


of the House of Lords as a Court. Surely 
if that be so the grievance of Ireland is a 
grievance which entirely vanishes. There 
remains the grievance of the Irish Bar. 
I must say I regret in that connection 


| amalgamated 


some observations that fell from the hon. | 
| advantage to both. That is not the case 


and learned Gentleman with regard to the 


| 





| English Bar in his day. I should have 
| thought that there was sufficient evidence 
of the most striking kind in recent years 
that the English Bar regards with no 
‘jealousy these who come to it from 
Treland. But I quite understand that 
when, after two appointments have been 
made of members of the Irish Bar to the 
House of Lords, and when the third 
appointment is given to a member of the 
English Bar, there should be some feeling 
among members of the Irish Bar. I hope 
no member of the Irish Bar thinks that 


what has occurred is due to any low 
valuation put on its merits by Her 
Majesty’s Government. Certainly that 


is not the case. I, at all events, have had 
sufficient experience of the ability of that 
Bar never to say a word in derogation of 
it in this House. It ought to have and it 
has the respect of all Members of this 
House and all those who are interested 
in the legal profession, whether in England, 
in Scotland, or in Ireland; but do not 
let anybody carry away the idea which 
they might carry away from the hon. 
and learned gentleman’s speech, that 
because what he regards as an old pre- 
cedent has been broken, a new pre- 
cedent has been set up. That is not the 
case. All that those who have had to 
advise Her Majesty upon this subject 
have kept in view is this—that there 
ought to be liberty to select either from 
one Bar or the other to fill up vacancies 
as occasion serves. That liberty, I think, 
is of great importance. Though I should 
imagine that probably it will not be very 
commonly used in the future, it is of 
the highest importance that it should be 


maintained. Let me say one word, 
and it will be my _ last, as_ to 
the comparative position of — I[re- 
land and Scotland in this matter. 


Scotland differs from Ireland in more than 
one respect, which ought to entitle it to 
special consideration. Scotland has no 


Lord Chancellor. Scotland has a 
separate system of jurisprudence. The 
jurisprudence of Ireland is almost 


identical with the jurisprudence of Eng- 
land. Though here and there there are 
no doubt differences in the laws, they are 
slight, infrequent, and relatively unim- 
portant, and the two Bars might be 
to-morrow without any 
difficulty from the point of view of legal 
training and learning, and with some 
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with Scotland. The whole law of Scot- 
land is derived from a different source to 
the common law of England and Ireland. 
Therefore it is peculiarly necessary that 
there should be somebody in the Court of 
Appeal thoroughly conversant with the 
peculiarities of Scotch law. There is one 
Scotch lawyer. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Two. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: One, I think. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No, two; 
Lord Shand and Lord Moncrieff. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is quite right—one Scotch 
lawyer and one Scotch Lord of Appeal. 
But even then the share which Scotland 
has in the Court of Appeal will, after 
what I have said, be seen to be very much 
less than the share of Ireland. I, there- 
fore, do not think it rests with Ireland to 
complain because upon one occasion the 
Prime Minister has filled up a vacancy 
with a Gentleman who is not a member 
of the Irish Bar. In these circumstances 
I hope the House, by rejecting the 
motion of the hon. Gentleman, will affirm 


their approval of the course which the 


Prime Minister has taken on_ this 


occasion. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): As an 
Englishman representing a Scotch con- 
stituency, I enter this controversy in a 
perfectly detached and disinterested spirit, 
but I must confess that I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman in the speech 
he has just made has adequately met the 
case which has been presented by my hon. 
and learned friend. Let me say at the 
outset that I am very glad that no ques- 
tion has been raised—as I am certain no 
question will be raised—as to the excel- 
lence on its merits of the appointment. 
Every one who has had the privilege of 
practising at the English Bar knows 
that it would be a work of superero- 
gation, and most distasteful to the learned 
Judge himself, that anyone should dilate 
upon the many and undisputed qualifica- 
tions of Lord Lindley for the highest 
judicial post in this country. There is 
no question whatever, I am certain, in the 
minds of the Irish Members as to the 
propriety on its merits of the appoint- 
ment which has been made. 
ease, as I understand it and to which 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


But the | 
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it does not appear to me that the 
right hon. Gentleman has __ properly 
addressed himself, is twofold. In the 
first place, my hon. and learned friend 
refers to the declarations which were 
made in this House at the time when the 
original Court of Appeal was proposed to 
be constituted in 1873, but for which the 
present House of Lords was substituted, 
Both from the declarations made in 
reference to the contemplated Court 
which never came into existence, and 
from the practice which has been uni- 
formly followed in the case of the Court 
which took its place, it appears that it 
was the intention and that it has been the 
practice of successive Governments that 
one of these Lords of Appeal should be 
chosen from the [rish Bar as a representa- 
tive of the Irish profession. It is quite 
true that in 1876 when the first appoint- 
ments were made, as there were only two 
places vacant, the persons who filled those 
two places were selected from the English 
and Scotch branches of the legal profes- 
sion. As soon as a vacancy occurred and 
it was possible to give representation to 
the branches of the three countries, the 
Government of that day—and I think it 
was a Liberal Government—appointed 
Lord Fitzgerald, and when in course of 
time his term of office came to an end 
through death, the Government—I think 
it happened to be a Conservative Govern- 
ment—appointed Lord Morris to take 
his place. You cannot in the case 
of a Court of such recent origin go back 
to the mists of antiquity, but you havea 
practically unbroken usage. Since it was 
possible to make an appointment of this 
kind, one of these places has been reserved 
for a representative of the Irish Bar. 
That is the first point, and the Govern- 
ment do not deny that they are depart- 
ing from that practice. The second point 
seems to me to be a stronger one still—at 
any rate, against the present occupants of 
the Treasury Bench. At this moment 
you are proposing to recruit the judicial 
strength of the House of Lords upon the 
principle of representation — not to 
add to its strength, that is not the 
pretext, but upon the principle of 
representation—and in order to give 
confidence to our colonial fellow-sub- 
jects in a tribunal which is the supreme 
Court of Appeal for the Empire. Thatis 
one of the grounds put forward by 
the Colonial Secretary. Just at the 
| moment when you are recognising the 
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age of representation as regards 


ndia, Australia, Canada, and the rest of | 


the Empire, you take it away as regards 
Ireland. 


men in relation to these recent appoint- 
ments. As a disinterested spectator I 


cannot help sympathising with their feel- | 


ings in the matter, and I think my hon. 
friend did well to call attention to it. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE felt bound to 
say that in some respects he found him- 
self in conflict with the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury. Although it was unsatis- 
factory to differ with the right hon. 
Gentleman, he had no apology to make 
upon this occasion when he said that if the 
hon. and learned Member for North Louth 
went to a division he and every Irish 
Unionist in the House would follow him 
into the lobby. He had never disguised 
the fact that he was an Irishman first and 
a Unionist afterwards, and while he had 
been a consistent supporter of the Govern- 
ment, it seemed to him as an Irishman 
that it was the duty of those of the Irish 
nationality who shared the views of the 
Government to protest against what was 
considered to be an undue interference 
with the rights of Ireland under the 
scheme of the Union. He spoke not only 
for himself but for a meeting of the Irish 
Bar, which was the largest that had ever 
taken place in his experience. He also 
took this opportunity to acquaint the 
right hon. Gentleman of the fact that the 
Incorporated Law Society of Ireland had 
taken precisely the same view, and had 
denounced the appointment as being an 
undue interference with the rights of the 
Irish people, as they considered it. Under 
those circumstances he should consider it 
inconsistent with his duty if he did not 
follow the hon. and learned Gentleman 
into the lobby. He wished to preface the 
remarks which he intended to make 
by expressing his desire to deal only 
with the matter generally. He heartily 
concurred as to the admirable qualities 


of the English Judge who had been ap- | 


pointed to the vacancy in succession to 
Lord Morris. He also wished to say that 
from his point of view it was absolutely 
immaterial what Irish Judge was ap- 
pointed to the office of Law Lord, or to go 
into the merits 
capacity of either the English or the 
Irish Judge, because the question was 
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That, I think, accentuates and | 
intensifies the sense of wrong felt by Irish- | 


or the intellectual | 
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{not so much who was appointed, but 
the right of Ireland to be represented in 
the supreme appellate tribunal of the 
United Kingdom. Objection was taken 
by the right hon. gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury to certain remarks 
of the hon. and learned gentleman 
for North Louth, with reference to a Bill 
which never became law ; but there were 
subsequent debates in 1874. Lord 
Moncrieff said that nothing could be more 
anomalous than to put Irish and Scotch 
Judges on appeals from the English 
Courts. The result of those debates was 
that immediately after, when the 
Appellate Act was passed, in 1876, the 
persons qualified to receive appointments 
under that Act were the members of the 
English, Irish, and Scotch Bars of sixteen 
years standing. More than that, little 
evidence was required short of a contract in 
writing. At the time that Act was passed 
there was a vacancy for two Law Lords, 
and what was done was to appoint Lord 
Blackburn for England and Lord Bowden 
for Scotland. But when there was a 
vacancy in 1882 the Government elected 
a member of the Irish Bar. He protested 
against the idea that, because members of 
the House of Lords who were mem- 
bers of the English Bar were Irish- 
men by birth or blood, the Irish 
litigant or barrister would derive 
any consolation from their adjudicating 
on matters brought before them, because 
what the Judicial Committee of the House 
of Lords had to do was to decide Irish 
law, not to make it. Irish law was made 
up of a long course of Irish decisions 
as well as by statutes, and it was the 
duty of the Judicial Committee of the 
House of Lords not to lay down the law 
according to English ideas, but to make 
their decision according to the law of 
Ireland and according to the decisions. 
that had been made under which titles 
had passed and which had themselves. 
/ accumulated after many years. Had, for 
instance, the well-known case of Allen 
v. Flood been decided according to Irish 
law, the English people would have. 
been up in revolt. It was this 
state of things that Ireland. suffered, 
‘from. The Law Lords comprised four 
| Englishmen and one Scotchman, and if a 
question came up from Ireland he did not 
see how they could give a decision which, 
would command the confidence of that 
‘country. The First Lord of the Treasury 
| had referred to a fact which was. not, in. 


(Irish Representution). 
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his (Mr. Moore’s) opinion, a very im- | 
portant one, so far as the question of 
Trish appeals was concerned. When the 
Appellate Act was passed the number of 
appeals from the English Courts was 
twenty-seven, from Scotland twenty-two, 
and from Ireland five. But from 1874 the 
rate of appeals rose, and that disposed of 
one of the grounds for not giving Ireland 
an Irish Lord of Appeal. It was perfectly 
true that there was little, if any, Irish 
representation from 1833 to 1876, but 
what had that to do with the present 
case ? It was because that system was so 


unsatisfactory that the Appellate Act | 


‘was passed. The right hon. Gentle- 
man also said that Scotland was in 


a different position to Ireland because | 


they had a separate jurisprudence, the 
origin of which was essentially dissimilar 
to that of England. No doubt it was dis- 
similar, but so was Irish jurisprudence, 
and whenever an Irishman attempted to 
get an appointment in the English Courts 
the great point raised by the English 
barristers was the great dissimilarity of 
the law. It was said, “Irish law is 
so different; you have no knowledge 
of our system.” He would not de- 
tain the House further, 
loyalty to his countrymen he thought 
it was his duty to take the stand w hich 


he had taken, and to have regard to old | 


Parliamentary precedent, and, above all, 
to protest against the theory that Ireland, 
whose generals were admitted into the 


councils of the Empire, could not supply | 


lawyers wise enough to be admitted until 
they had undergone the hardships and 
the drudgery of the English Bar. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): | 
I confess I was disappointed with the tone | 


in which the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury met the 
motion of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Member for North Louth. I 
can assure the House that no question 


has more excited, I might say, 
the indignation of not merely the 


profession but people generally in Ireland 
than this last appointment on the part 
of Her: Majesty’s present Government. 
As the hon. and learned Gentleman who 


{COMMONS} 


but in| 
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| man the First Lord of the Tre pasury, in 
'which they protested against the vio- 
lation of the understanding which was 
come to when the Appellate Act of 1876 
was passed. As that resolution has not 
been put before the House, I beg leave to 
read it— 


“That the members of the Irish Bar, in 
general meeting assembled, hereby record 
their protest against the appointment of a 
member of the English Bench, ees vever distin- 
guished, to fill the v acancy created among the 

ords of Appeal-in-Ordinary by the retirement 
of Lord Morris. The Bar consider that this 
appointment is a distinct violation of the 
understanding hitherto observed, that Ireland 
should be go myn ve in the Court of Ultimate 
ve eal by the selection from the Irish Bench 

ar of at least one of the four Lords of 
Appeal-in-Ordinary.” 


A similar resolution was also adopted by 
the Incorporated Law Society in Ireland, 
representing the entire body of solicitors 
|in that country. There are no two bodies 
_which in their majority have been more 
| consistent in what I may call their loyalty 
to the Unionist party, and therefore any 
protest coming from that quarter should 
be received in a very serious spirit. 
These resolutions rest upon grounds not 
only of right, but of expediency. It is 
quite in vain to try, as the First Lord of 
the Treasury did, to date the whole ques- 
tion from 1876. We have to consider 
| what the rights of the Irish people were. 


| This is not a Bar question ; it is not a 
/mere question as to whether a 
member of the Irish Bar or a 
member of the English Bar is or 


is not to be the recipient of a good 
| salary ; itis a question affecting the in- 
| terests of the Irish people and their inde- 
pendence so far as that independence is 
consistent with the present constitution of 
|the United Kingdom. The Irish House 
| of Lords up to 1716 had the sole right of 
entertaining appeals from the courts of 
law and equity in Ireland. An extra- 
ordinary thing took place in 1716. In 
a certain action which has been referred 


| to, the English House of Lords arrogated 


to themselves the right of deciding an 
appeal coming from an Irish Court. It 


| being protested against, what did the 


| English Parliament 


has just sat down mentioned, at one of | 
appeal should lie from the Irish courts to 


the largest meetings of the Irish Bar at 
which | was ever present in the course of 
iy long experience, a resolution was 


aaupted which I now take the liberty of 
handing over to the right hon. 


Mr. William Moore. 


do? It passed an 
Act in 1716 declaring that the right of 
Act was in 


the English courts. That 


| operation up to 1782, when in a gleam of 


Gentle- | 


independence an Act was passed by the 
Irish House of Parliament declaring that 
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the right of appeal from the Irish courts | 
of law lay only to the Irish House of 
Lords. What happened next? Lord 
Mansfield, in defiance of the Irish Act, 
and in contempt of the Irish legislature, 
endeavoured to fall back upon the old 
practice, and entertained an appeal from 
an Irish court. That was seen to bea 
flagrant violation of the constitutional 
rights of Ireland. At that time the 
English Government were alarmed at 
such an infringement of our rights, and 
in the very next year, 1783, the English 
House of Commons passed an Act of Par- 
liament declaring that the Irish House of 
Lords alone had the right to entertain 
appeals from the Irish courts of law. 
That existed from 1783 to the time 
of the Union, and here comes in 
the question of that Union—the Treaty 
between two independent countries re- 
presented by their respective Parliaments. 
This is another illustration of the efforts 
by which the present Government, and 
indeed latterly all Governments, have 
endeavoured, on the one hand, to hold 
Ireland tightly by the Act of Union, and, 
on the other hand, to escape from the 
articles of that Act when they bear in 
favour of Ireland. Just as in the case of 
the Financial Relations question they en- 
deavour to violate the eighth article of 
the Treaty of Union, so now by this ap- 
pointment they are treating us in the 
very same way. By the eighth article 
of the Act of Union it was expressly 
declared that the right of appeal from all 
Irish Courts should be to—what? To the | 
Parliament of the United Kingdom. That 
was necessary because the Irish Houses of 
Parliament were abolished. But what 
was the Parliament of the United King- 
dom? It had the [rish House of Lords 
incorporated in it. Twenty-eight repre- 
sentative Irish peers were always to be | 
members of that Parliament, and there- 
fore it still retained the Irish element in 
the appeal from the Irish courts of law. 
This Act of 1876 would never have been 
passed or tolerated by the representatives 
of Ireland except on the understanding 
that Ireland, by its Bench and Bar, should 
always be represented in the new Court 
of Appeal. The First Lord of the} 
Treasury has said that all this history has | 
no application. I deny that altogether. 
You cannot construe the Act of Parlia- | 
ment, or understand what took place in | 
bringing it about, without bearing in mind | 
what the relations of the two a, 


{18 May 1900} 
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were at the time. So far back as 1872 it 
was found that the right of appeal lying 
to the House of Peers caused delay ; so 
far back as 1872 an agitation was com- 
menced, and Bills were introduced to 
remedy this defect. I must trouble the 
House by quoting what Lord Redesdale 
said on one occasion in 1873, when argu- 
ing against the abolition of the appeal to 
the House of Lords— 


“ Not only, he might add, had Scotland and 

Ireland a right to protest against the jurisdic- 
tion of the House of Lords being done away 
with on the score of efficiency, but because it 
was a thing to which they were entitled by 
their several Acts of Union.” 
On an earlier occasion, when the same 
question was agitated in 1872, Lord 
Cairns, in arguing against abolishing the 
House of Lords as the Court of Appeal 
for Scotland and Ireland, is reported in 
Vol. CCX. of Hansard [Third Series], 
page 1990, to have said— 


“Now, as to Ireland, the subject of the 
appellate jurisdiction was one that caused very 
great contests in Ireland in the last century. 
In 1783, after much controversy and debate, 
Ireland succeeded in having the House of Lords, 
which then existed in Dublin, the tribunal of 
final appeal for Irish cases, and for that reason, 
on the union of Ireland with this country, 
there was an agreement that Irish appeals 
should be heard by this House only ; but what 
will the Irish people say if they hear that 
appeals for their Courts may be Lrought before 
three English barristers of ten years standing?” 


That was the proposition of the Bill then 
in question. 

“Is this a moment—when Home Rule is 
exciting so much agitation in [reland—is this 
a moment for you to open a door which you 
may hereafter be very glad to shut, and to 
give those who are agitating for Home Rule an 
opportunity of saying to their countrymen— 
‘Do not carry your appeals t-» London, to have 


| them heard by three barristers of ten years 


standing.’ Remember, my Lords, when you 
talk of the ‘ :mperial Parliament,’ those words 
have a substantial meaning—they are not 


| words of mere formal description ; and I take 


it that one of the greatest advantages in a 
tripartite country like ours, is that the supreme 


| appellate jurisdiction is exercised by a tribunal 


composed of Members of this House, which 
House itself is composed of Peers who repre-eut 
every part of the kingdom.” 


That is the principle which was embodied 
in this Act of 1876, and you must take 
the whole history, and what occurred 
between 1872 and 1876, in order to put 
a fair construction upon the Act in 
question. Then came the Act of 1876. 
It so happened that there was 
an eminent member of the _ Irish 
Bench, Lord O’Hagan, who was then 








623 Final Court of Appeal 


ex-Lord Chancellor, and who therefore 
was able to, and did constantly, attend 
in the House of Lords. The original Bill 


of 1876 appointed only two Lords of | 


Appeal, it being understood that on 
certain events happening two more would 
be added. 
Blackburne, the English Lord of Appeal, 
and made the Lord Advocate, 
Gordon, the Scottish Lord of Appeal. 


Lord O’Hagan sat as representing the | 
Irish element in that Court of Appeal, | 
because by the Act ex-Lord Chancellors | 
Lord | 
O’Hagan continued to attend during the | 
whole of his life, and he did not die until | 


were made members of the Court. 


after the appointment of Lord FitzGerald 


as the Irish representative, who was suc- | 
ceeded by Lord Morris, who has just | 


retired. Therefore we have this un- 
broken succession—the appeal to the 
House of Lords for the earliest period of 


Irish history up to 1876, and in 1876 on | 
the new tripartite tribunal was an English, | 


a Scotch, and an Irish representative. 
That went on until, for some reason that 
no one can fathom, though about which 


there may be various conjectures, the Irish , 


Bench and the whole of the Irish Bar are 
treated with contempt and indifference, 


7 


and a member of the English Bench, no | 


matter how distinguished—I have not a 
word to say in disparagement of the 
noble lord—is promoted. 
unjust and unreasonable. I have spoken 
thus far on the grounds of right and of 
constitutional principle. 


between the English and the Irish law ? 


There are branchesof the Irish law of which | 


English lawyers know nothing, and which 
itiis not their province to learn. 
lawyers have quite enough to do to learn 
their own business without travelling 
into the wild regions of Irish law, which 
would rather puzzle them and perhaps 
divert them from more lucrative and pro- 
fitable pursuits. There is the Landlord 
and Tenant’s Code altogether peculiar 
to Ireland. There is the Local Govern- 
ment Act, which in _ principle is 
altogether different from the English Act. 
That Act bristles with difficulties ; it is 
dependent altogether on the Grand Jury 
system in Ireland, which, as everybody 
knows, is peculiar to that country. Ques- 
tions must constantly arise in which the 
purely English trained judicial mind, no 


{COMMONS} 


The Government added Lord | 


Lord | 


| Unionist party. 


That is most | 


But on the | 
ground of expediency is it not clear to | 
everyone that there are great distinctions | 


English | 
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a novice. What has taken place is unfair 
/ not merely to the Bar of Ireland, but to 
the people of Ireland. They want judges 
who know the peculiar law and customs 
of the country. The very language of 
the people—I am not speaking of the 
Celtic language, but their ordinary phrase- 
ology —their peculiar customs, the peculiar 
traditions, and the failings and the virtues 
| of the race—of all these matters it is 
necessary to have some knowlédge in 
order that an adequate opinion may be 
formed on cases which may arise. Why, 
then, is it that on this particular occasion 
a new Law Lord, who probably has never 
set foot in Ireland, is substituted to re- 
present the Irish element on this judicial 
tribunal? It cannot be said that at this 
moment there are not on the Irish Bench 
men who would be an ornament to any 
Bench in any community, and who would 
add brilliancy even to the Court of Appeal 
in the House of Lords. It is a slight to 


them and to the Irish Bar, and one, as I 
said on another occasion, they deserve, 
because they have always sacrificed the 
natural tendency and aspirations of Irish- 
men in their anxiety to uphold and to 
conciliate first the Tory and now the 
And behold! their re- 


ward. 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): If we 
were at liberty to consider this most im- 
portant question simply from the point of 
view of the interests of the suitor and the 
benefits to jurisprudence, I believe we 
should all, whether we be Englishmen, 
Scotchmen, or Irishmen, at the bottom 
of our hearts be in cordial agreement with 
Mr. Disraeli—not indeedin his humorous 
aspersions (as I am quite sure they were 
intended to be) upon the Scottish and 
| Irish intellect, but in thinking that when 
| the Crown has to appoint men to such 
| positions as the one under discussion, it 

is a thousand pities that it should not be 
|free to choose those of the finest intel- 
| lectual calibre instead of having to con- 
'sider the question of their birth and 
| breeding. We may in this House have 
| the utmost confidence in the principle of 
| Yrepresentation, but in matters of law [| 
| protest that I do not know any principle 
| which appeals less to me. What we want 

in the Court of Appeal are men of the 
| highest intellectual calibre, and I am sure 

a Scotsman would far sooner have his 
| case tried by an Irishman of that character 


matter how brilliant, will be more or less | than by a Scottish judge for whose intel- 


Serjeant Hemphill. 
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lect he had a supreme contempt. 
unfortunately, in this matter we are, in 
my judgment, bound hand and _ foot. 
You cannot have a federation, and 


{18 May 1900} 
But | 


you cannot have all the glory and | 


charm that 
to a number of federated countries, 
without making very considerable sacri- 
fices, because these countries will not 
willingly join in these federations unless 
itis distinctly understood that some of 


hotch-potch where only the best men 
can get them. Although the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
seemed to think it was very irrelevant of 


are supposed to belong) 
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which a member of the English bar gets 
his wit—or his dulness—must remain to 
most of us a matter of complete indiffer- 
ence. Lord Macnaghten was an English 
barrister, brought up in all the traditions 
of the Chancery Bar, and it was as such 
that he was called to the House of Lords. 
It is, therefore, not fair to say to the 
Irish people, ‘‘ Well, it is quite true that 
in the place of Lord Morris we have 
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appointed Lord Lindley, but if you look 
the spoils of office are reserved respec- | 
tively for each, and not thrown into | 


round the House of Lords you will find 
several Irish gentlemen sitting on those 
scarlet benches.” That is not the point. 


|The point is that they are not there as 


my hon. and learned friend behind me to | 


introduce the topic of impending changes 
in our Court of Final Appeal, it seemed to 
me that his observations were perfectly 
relevant. But, however that may be, 
speaking as an 


Irish Judges or barristers, but simply as 
talented and _ distinguished Irishmen 
who have left their own country and 
made fortunes elsewhere. I say we 
ought carefully to preserve this tra- 
dition, and certainly this was a 


most unfortunate time to choose to depart 


English practising | 


barrister of twenty-five years standing, | 


during the whole period which has 


elapsed since 1873 I do not think there | 


ever was a member of the Bar who 
either followed the various Iegislative 


changes which took place between 1873 | 
and i876, or listened to the traditions | 


and talk of the profession, who had it 


not firmly embedded in his mind that it | 
was part of the bargain, understanding, | 


or arrangement, that Ireland should 


always have in the House of Lords, as | 


the final Court of Appeal, an Irish 
Lord sitting there, not because he 


happened to have been born in Ire-) 


laid, or because he happened to have some 
Irish blood in his veins—I hope we all 
have a trace of that blood—but as an 
Irish judge or barrister. Therefore I 
submit it is entirely irrelevant 


tun now and ask us to look at 


the pedigree and to examine the circum- | 


stances of the birth of noble Lords sitting 
in that assembly. We are told that Lord 
Macnaghten is an Irishman. All [ can 


say is that when I came to the Chancery | 


Bar I found him in chambers in New 
Court, Lincoln’s Inn; apparently he had 
been there a long time, he enjoyed a 
lucrative practice, and I gazed upon him 
with envy. He sat as leader in one of 
the Chancery Courts for a long time, and 
we regarded him as an English Chancery 
barrister. We might occasionally guess 
from his peculiar humour that either he 
or his mother before him must have 


resided in Ireland, but the source from | 
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to , 


from it. Although I do not think this 
federal way of choosing persons from far- 
off bits of country whom you wish to 
conciliate is altogether the best mode of 
getting the finest legal intellect into one 
room, still we all know that the Irish 
legal intellect is of the very finest order. 
But the real mischief of our system is— 
and I shall always consider it a scandal— 
that appointments of this character to the 
very highest judicial office it is possible 
to conceive should be of a party and 
political character. It is no disrespect to 
the Irishmen who have sat in that final 
Court of Appeal during the last ten or 
fifteen years to say that it is notorious 
that they are inferior in intellect and 
legal calibre to the judges sitting on the 
Irish Bench. There were men in Ireland 
better fitted, had it been a mere question 
of judicial eminence, to occupy these 
positions, and that will always be so 
while you allow appointments of this 
kind to follow political lines. Each party 
has always somebody to reward, some 
services to repay. The man who is so 
paid is not rewarded because he is more 
fit than anybody else for the office, but 
because he has done political service for 
his party. Therefore, if you want to get 
over any difficulty which attaches to 
this federal system of representation, 
to make it stronger than it is, 
you will never do it unless on both 
sides of politics these appointments 
are not made as a reward for political 
services. But, on the question which has 
been raised, I entirely agree, speaking 


2A 


— 
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as an English barrister, with my hon. and | should be there to represent the juris. 


learned friend behind me. 


The 


a Scottish barrister of great standing | Noes, 144. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clarke, Dr. G. B. 

Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir William 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederic George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 


AYES. 


Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley | 


Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Coarles Seale- 


Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. | 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
| Rentoul, James Alexander 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lecky. Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 

Mac Donnell, Dr. M.A.(Qu’n’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 


Moss, Samuel 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Currie, Sir Donald 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


House 
(Division List No. 127.) 





The view of | prudence of those countries. 
the profession has always been, since that 
Court was constituted in 1876, that an_ 
Trish and a Scottish Judge or an Irish and | 


Question put. 


divided :— Ayes, 99; 


O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’ Connor, James( Wicklow, W, 


| O’Counor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O'Malley, William 

Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| ‘Tanner, Charles Kearns 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 


| Wason, Eugerre 


Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, J. Carveil (Notts.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Hudd’rsf'd. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
William Moore. 


FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Sutfolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 


| Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geor. 
Goschen. George J, (Sussex) 


Dixon-Hartland.SirFred Dix’n | 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
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Mr. Birrell. 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert W. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | Henderson, Alexander 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Falter, George Denison | Houston, R. P. 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Howard, Joseph 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r | Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas Hutton, Juhn (Yorks. N.R.) 
Fisher, William Hayes | Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
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Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | 
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Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn | 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) | 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns’a | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverpool | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MIver, Sir Lewis(Edinb’gh, W | 
MKillop, James 

Manners, Lord Edw. Wm. J. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbertE. | 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
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| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Newdigate, Francis Alex. 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plunkett, RtHnHoraceCurzon 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt -Col. Edward 


| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Rankin, Sir James 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| & 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir MatthewW. 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Sandon, Viscount 


Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
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Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
‘Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent,ColSirCE H(Sheffield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
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Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
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Wyndham, George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES-— 
Sir William Walrond ani 
( Mr. Anstruther. 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. | 


SUPPLY [9TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


| affairs. 


many irons in the fire to attend to Scotch 
He was not alone in this com- 


| plaint, for on the 20th March last* the 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, Pen- | 
rith, in the Chair. | 


(ivi. SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass IL. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £8,095, be | 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 


1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the | 
Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary for | 


Scotland and Subordinate Offices, in- 
eluding a Grant in Aid of the Congested 
Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
that so much of the time of the House | 
had been taken up that evening by Irish | 


business that he would be very brief in 
his observations. He wished to draw 
attention to the inadequate and unsatis- 
factory representation of the Secretary | 
for Scotland in that House. Under 
a Liberal Administration they had 
the Secretary for Scotland in the House 
of Commons. The Lord Advocate had 
many outside duties to perform, for 
he was a director of various com- 
panies. He had also to attend 
upstairs to Bills relating to Scotland, | 
and he had also to be in a position to | 
Justify Cabinet Ministers holding director- | 
ships. The Lord Advocate had far too | 

{ 


hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Aberdeenshire said the Lord Advocate 
was, as usual, absent, and he also stated 


that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
|the courtesy to be in his place to hear 


what was said upon Scotch business. The 


‘result was that Scotland had to suffer 
Motion made and Question proposed, | 


very seriously in this respect. The 
Lord Advocate was ignorant of many of 


‘the subjects with which he had to deal 


in the House, and he had too many irons 
in the fire to attend to the work of his 
own Department. The Solicitor General 
for Scotland was not in the House of 
Commons, and if the Lord Advocate 
was absent Scotch business was then 
handed over to a junior Lord of the 
Treasury, who knew nothing about Scot- 
land. He contended that Scotland 
should have at least another representa- 
tive in the House of Commons, and the 
Government ought to take care to appoint 


deputies to attend to the work satis- 
factorily and not in the way it had 
'been done by the right hon. Gentleman. 


There were various other matters he 
had intended to speak upon, but having 
regard to the lateness of the evening he 
would not deal with them. He begged 
to move that the salary of the Secretary 


‘for Seotland be reduced by £100. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourt): 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., page 1348. 
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in respect of the Salary of the Secretary 
for Scotland.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, |. 


Bridgeton): While I do not wish to 
endorse every item which the hon. Mem- 
ber has brought as a charge against this 
particular Government, I entirely sympa- 
thise with the desire he expressed to see 
the Secretary for Scotland a Member of 
this House. I was in the House of Com- 
mons when the office was created, and I 
am perfectly certain, and I 
that the large number of hon. Members 
who supported the proposal will agree 
with me, that the original intention was 
that we should have the office of Secre- 
tary for Scotland held by a Member of 
this House, and not be exposed to the 
inconvenience of having a gentleman of 
ability who, without any knowledge of 
Parliamentary affairs, should be put in 
charge of Scotch business in this House. 
That was the principle which guided 
Scotch Members in pressing for the 
establishment of the Scotch Secre- 
taryship, and I must say that that 
object appears to have been en- 
tirely frustrated by the practice which 
has heen adopted by the present Govern- 
ment. On the discussion of this Vote 
last year it was ruled that matters per- 
taining to the administrative duties of the 
Secretary for Scotland might be brought 
up on this Vote, although it was com- 
petent to bring them up under another 
Vote. I brought up last year a matter 
which I thought might have been more 
conveniently brought up on another Vote. 
You, Mr. Lowther, saw the ditference 
between the administrative and official 
work of the Secretary for Scotland, and you 
allowed a discussion on that point. The 
point I wish to call attention to is one of 
policy, in connection with which the 
Secretary for Scotland is entirely respon- 
sible, and which he has dealt with 
personally. It relates to education. The 
Secretary for Scotland has had the matter 
in hand, and he has personally gone into 
it. I refer to the continued neglect to 
provide 1,100 children in Renfrewshire 
with education. That is a policy which 
the Secretary for Scotland has allowed to 
continue. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | 


GraHAM Murray, Buteshire) : This 


matter does not come under this Vote, 
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| but it is absolutely immaterial to me 
which Vote the question is taken upon, 


Sik CHARLES CAMERON: I think 
it will be perhaps more convenient upon 
this Vote, because the Secretary for Seot- 
land has been personally and directly 
responsible for the policy pursued in this 

|matter. He has had personal interviews 
| on the subject, and made suggestions and 
| proposals, and I think, under those 
| circumstances, one is perfectly entitled to 
discuss this matter on this Vote. 


know | 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : I think this matter 
ought to be raised on the Education Vote, 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON: It was 
raised before on a Vote in connection with 
'a grant given to the School Board. In 
this case what has transpired since has 
been direct negotiations between the 
Secretary for Scotland, and what I con- 
tend is that he has adopted a policy 
contrary to the well-being of those requir- 
ing education, and that he is responsible 
for the fact that 1,100 children have been 
neglected in this respect. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I think the matter 
belongs to education, for it is a criticism 
of the system now being carried on. I 
think, therefore, it ought to be raised on 
the Education Vote. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I listened with great attention to the 
opening remarks of my hon. friend the 
Member for Ross-shire, and as far as I 
was able to follow the drift of what he 
said, I came to the conclusion that he was. 
moving a reduction of the salary of the 
Secretary for Scotland. That is a motion 
for which I intend to vote if it is pressed 
to a division, and I desire to state the 
reasons for which I will do so as briefly 
as possible. I have, I may say, a high 
respect for the present Secretary for 
Scotland, both as a man and a Minister. 
Therefore, I desire to dissociate my 
action from any supposition that, in 
voting for a reduction of his salary, 
I am actuated by any personal feeling or 
anything of that sort. I wish also to dis- 
sociate myself from the reflection made in 
the heat of the moment by my hon. 
friend upon the competency of the Lord 
_ Advocate. 
| Mr. WEIR: I made no reference to 
| the incompetency of the Lord Advocate. 
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He is a most capable and a most brilliant 
lawyer, but he is net the official Minister 
who is responsible. 


Supply—Civil 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK: Then I beg my 
hon. friend’s pardon. I understood that 
he had said that the Lord Advocate was 
ignorant, but I will not pursue that 
point further. I think there is some just 
ground for the complaint made by my 
hon. friend, that we have no one in this 
House who really represents the Scotch 
Office with knowledge, and who can 
answer with responsibility and authority 
the very important questions which are 
sometimes put not only from this side, but 
also from the opposite side of the-House. 
So far as the Lord Advocate is concerned 
Iwish to say, without using the expression 
offensively, that in regard to this matter 
the Lord Advocate is merely a conduit | 
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whatever, either to the Scotch Secretary 
or to the Lord Advocate personally, that 


| I feel myself bound to vote with my hon. 


friend. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
I quite coincide with everything that has 
been said by my hon. friend the Member 
for Wick Burghs. There is no doubt what- 
ever that Scotland suffers enormously from 
the fact that the Secretary for Scotland is 
not in this House. I do not, of course, 
complain of the adequacy of the Lord 
Advocate as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, nor of his ability. So far as 
that is concerned, there is no question on 
this side of the House. But every hon. 
Member knows perfectly well that the 
Lord Advocate has not got a free hand. 
When a measure comes down to the 


pipe between the Scotch Office in Whitehall | House the Lord Advocate has got his 
Gardens and this House. That is anexceed- | brief, and is instructed with regard to 
ingly unsatisfactory state of affairs, and | what he can concede, and he can make no 
but for the fact that the Lord Advocate | concession beyond that until he can con- 
possesses a great knowledge of nearly all| sult his chief. That is a very serious 
Scotch business and is an exceedingly | matter, and for this reason: if Scotch 
able man, the position would be infinitely | business were managed by the Lord 
worse. We are now ina different posi- | Advocate he would be the only responsible 
tion from that in which we were before | Minister in charge of a Bill, and, subject 
the creation of the office of Secretary for | to the Cabinet, could make any conces- 
Scotland. Up to that time the office of | sions he thought fit. Everyone knows 
lord Advocate was a great office. The | that when a Bill comes forward, however 
Lord Advocate, in point of fact, had not | carefully it may be prepared, the Minister 
only all Scotch legal business, but it might | in charge of it feels it necessary from 
be said that he had all Scotch Parlia-| time to time, after hearing the argu- 
mentary business in his hands. He was a| ments brought forward in this House, to 
great official personage who, of course, make concessions, and after these conces- 
was always in the House of Commons, | sions the Bill is oftentimes immensely 


and therefore as long as these conditions | 
prevailed there was every reason to be 

perfectly satisfied that adequate attention | 
was secured for Scottish affairs ; but since 

the great mass of Scotch business has 

been divorced from the office of the Lord 

Advocate, and especially since the | 
Government have transferred the Scotch 
Ofiice to the House of Lords, we who 
represent Scotch constituencies in this 
Chamber are obliged to ke content with 
such perfunctory answers as we can get, 
and which we know to be perfunctory, not 
from any fault of the Lord Advocate, but 
because we know he is merely a conduit 
pipe between Whitehall and Westminster. 
That is a very unsatisfactory position, and 
It is on that ground, and on that ground 
alone, without meaning any disrespect 





improved and its progress is expedited. 
That is an advantage which we have for 
instance in the case of the President of 
the Board of Trade, and indeed of almost 
every other Department of the Govern- 
ment. The member of the Government in 
charge of a Bill has, as a rule, the most 
perfect control over it and is, either on 
the spur of the moment or after consulta- 
tion with his colleagues on the Treasury 
Bench, able to make concessions when- 
ever they are considered desirable. But 
in this particular case the Lord Advocate 
has no power to make a concession. The 
man who has the power to make a con- 
cession is the man who never hears the 
arguments. We may speak to these 
benches, be they empty or be they full, 
but the man who should hear is the man 
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who never hears. He is never in this 
House. He does not even come to the 
gallery provided for him, like the Secre- 
tary of State for War when the Army 
Estimates are under discussion. The 
Secretary for Scotland, on whom the 
whole legislation of Scotland depends, is 
a man who notoriously never sits in the 
galiery of this House to listen to the dis- 
cussion of Scotch business. Where is he 
to-night ? He is the man whose salary 
we are considering, and why does he not 
come to the gallery and listen to the dis- 
cussion and hear the grievances of the 
people of Scotland. Look at the power 
of the Secretary for Scotland. There 
is not one single thing connected 
with the government of the 
of Scotland that he does not control. He 
is President of the Local Government 
Board, he has control of the Lunacy 
Board, and he now also controls all the 
Private Bill legislation of Scotland. He 
has every department of Scotland under 
his thumb ; no person can move without 
him, and yet that man with all that 
power never appears in this House to 
listen to the arguments that may be ad- 
dressed to the Government. What is the 
result ? It is, of course, that we get a cast- 
iron Bill sent down here, which it is im- 
possible to amend. We may discuss it 
as long as we like, but the man who 
alone is capable of being moved in the 
matter is the man who never bears our 
arguments. The Lord Advocate, with 
all his ability and eloquence as an advo- 
cate, has to get up and plead the case put 
before him in the Bill, whereas, if he had 
the measure under his own control, I 
venture to say he would in many cases 
alter it far more than he is able to do at 
present. There never was a more justi- 
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fiable reduction than that which has been | 


moved on this Vote. It is bad enough 
that the Secretary for Scotland should be 
in the other House, that he should not 
be in touch with the constituencies, and 
that he has not toseek election. But all 
that in itself would not be a sufficient 
justification to move a reduction of his 
salary, because there are undoubtedly in 
the other House men on both sides with 
very wide views. But I maintain that it 
is not doing justice to Scotland when a 
Scotch measure is before the House, or 
when the Scotch Estimates are under 
discussion, that he should not think 
it worth his while to come here 
and acquaint himself with the views of 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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people | 
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| Scotch Members, and adapt his policy 
more in accordance with the views of the 
| House of Commons. If we have a Scotch 
| Bill it is sent to a Grand Committee and 
| Scotch Members are ignored, and when it 
|is passing through this House we are 
| given no opportunity of amending it. On 
| the ground, therefore, that the Secretary 
|of Scotland is not represented in this 

House by one having full authority to. 
/make concessions, and that Scotch busi- 
| ness is entirely in the control of a man 
| who is not acquainted with the views of 
| the Scotch Members, I certainly shall 
| support the reduction that has been 
| moved. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Two: 
questions have arisen in this discussion. 
| One is as to the general undesirability, 
|according to hon. Members opposite, of 
“the Secretary of Scotland not being in 
this House, and the other, which is some- 
'what a matter personal to myself, refers 
to my personal inadequacy to represent 
the Secretary for Scotland, and the various. 
evils which follow in its train. I may 
perhaps be permitted to take the last 
subject first, as it is the less considerable 
of the two. So far as I myself am con- 
|cerned, I find it very difficult to know 
| exactly where I stand, because on the one 
‘hand I am told by hon. Gentlemen that I 
am a person of great ability, and the hon, 
| Member for Ross and Cromarty declared 
that the furthest thing from his mind was 
to consider me in any way incompetent. 


Mr. WEIR: As a brilliant lawyer. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
| quite understand. All these compliments 
‘are very dear to me; but then, on the 
| other hand, I find that, according to the 
view of the hon. Member for: Ross and 
| Cromarty, I am very ignorant, and have 
'no grasp of Scotch affairs. That is a sad 
thing. How it is possible to be at one 
‘time a.competent lawyer, as he is 80 
| anxious to assure me I am, and at the 
| same time to be very ignorant and to have 
ino grasp for Scotch affairs, is to me 
| puzzle. I was born in Scotland, which is 
perhaps more than many hon. Members 
opposite can say ; I have passed my whole 
| professional life in Scotland ; and though 
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it is undesirable to talk about oneself, I 
have an idea I can stand a competitive 
examination regarding public affairs in 
Scotland against any Member of this 
House. I have not yet found any 
superior knowledge on the part of the 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty or 
anyone else. The hon. Member brought 
ina question which is really germane to 
quite another subject which we were 
talking about the other evening. What- 
ever may be said on the question of 
Ministers being directors of: companies, 
my being a director of a private company 
does not interfere with my labours in this 
House, and so far as I remember, I have 
not been a single day absent since I have 
been in office ; and if the hon. Member 
will look at the division lists he will find 
corroboration of my statement. So far 
as private practice is concerned, which 
under the existing Minute I am allowed, 
that is merely theoretical, because, con- 
sidering the duties to be discharged in 
this House, it is quite impossible for 
me to conduct a private practice in 
Edinburgh. The hon. Member complains 


that | am very ignorant and have no 
grasp of Scotch affairs, and it is perfectly 
evident that whatever I may say to the 
contrary will not convince him or anyone 


else. After all, 1 shall have to trust to 
the general sense of the House on that 
subject. I have never found that the 
House fails to discriminate between 
Members who do their business and those 
who do not, and I can therefore repose on 
the general verdict of the House regard- 
ing my knowledge of Scotch affairs. The 
hon. Member complained particularly 
about questions and said that the answers 
showed that I had no knowledge of the 
subject. I may point out at once that 
that argument does not square with the 
argument of the hon. Member for Wick 
Burghs. Allow me to assure the hon. 
Member that so far as questions are con- 
cerned the Secretary of Scotland and my- 
self both take an entire responsibility for 
them. The answers are prepared in the 
Scotch Office, but except in the case of 


illness or of unavoidable absence, no | 
question is ever answered by me which | 
Now I come to the larger question of the 


has not been considered by my noble 


friend and myself, and we take entire | 
It is not a) 
question of the answers being framed for | 
us by clerks, as has been suggested in one | 
of offices of which the head is in the 


responsibility in that matter. 


of the speeches. The hon. Member for 


Wick Burghs said the answers were 
! 
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perfunctory, but that is, of course, a 
matter which must be judged of by those 
who hear them. When the hon. Member 
suggests that I rarely see the Scotch 
Secretary he is very far afield, because I 
can assure him that I see the Scotch 
Secretary every single day, except, of 
course, when on rare ogcasions he is 
absent in Scotland. The hon. Member 
for Ross and Cromarty quoted from a 
speech delivered on the 20th of March 
by the hon. Member for East Aberdeen- 
shire, in which he said that I had not the 
courtesy to appear in the House when 
Scotch business was brought on. I did 
not know that that had been said until 
afterwards ; and, perhaps, it is just as 
well that the Committee should know 
now the particular occasion of my 
absence. The question discussed by the 
hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire was 
something referring to Scotch fisheries, 
and the occasion was the Consolidated 
Fund Bill No. 2. I see two hon. Mem- 
bers opposite who have been in this 
House a long time, and I think they will 
admit that it is absolutely out of the 
question that a Minister should be con- 
tinually in his place on the Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill No. 2, unless, of course, 
he has had intimation from an hon. 
Gentleman that he proposes to raise some 
question. The hon. Member for East 
Aberdeenshire did not, as he knows, give 
me any intimation that he was about to 
raise any question, and when I asked 
him why he charged me with discourtesy 
he said that the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty had told him that he was 
going to raise the question. Certainly 
the hon. Member did not communicate 
that to me, and if I was aware that a 
question were to be raised I should, as an 
ordinary matter of House of, Commons 
etiquette, have been present, but I never 
heard anything about it, and it is absurd 
to charge a Minister with being guilty of 
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'discourtesy because he was not in his 


place in the Consolidated Fund Bill No. 2, 
on which it is extremely rare to raise 
questions of the kind raised by the kon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire. That 
ends the matter so far as I am concerned. 


presence of the Secretary for Scotland in 
the House of Lords. Everything the 
hon. Gentleman has said seems to me to 
be absolutely applicable to any collocation 


House of Lords. The hon. Member for 
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Mid Lanark says that if I am in charge of ; and therefore never had direct audience 
a Bill I cannot make any concessions | of Her Majesty, and consequently, in 


a 9 ror ee Ne i8 | matters which required direct audience 
ce Scone een ae 2. epeinng ever ee fie always had to go to a Secretary of 


say no one has ever had a freer hand : 
given him by the chief of his office, and I State. If the hon. Member will look at 


am glad I have, because I can say without | the older Acts of Parliament he will find 


any hesitation that I thoroughly enjoy | that the Secretary of State is mentioned . 


the confidence of my noble friend the | over and over again, and all the so-called 
Secretary for Scotland. As a matter of | creation of the position of Secretary for 
fact the hon. Gentleman knows that I | Scotland did was merely to transfer to a 
have again and again made concessions in | new official the power which had pre. 
Bills. Of course on any occasion on | viously been exercised by one of the See- 
which I proposed to give up some vital | retaries for State, generally the Secretary 
part of a Bill I have exactly what | of State for the Home Department. Then 
any Under Secretary has, if his chief is ithe Lord Advocate had relations with 
not here, namely, the advantage of being | more than one Secretary of State; now 
able t» consult with my right hon. friend | he practically has relations only with the 
the Leader of the House,and undoubtedly, | Secretary for Scotland, so far as the 
with the sanction of the Leader of the | business of his office is concerned. But 
House, there is nothing I may not do with a | the creation of the position of Secretary 
Bill that is expedient. So far as the | for Scotland—except in so far as it might 
actual power of making concessions is | lead to what might be called a personal 
concerned, what is the difference in | eclipse of the Lord Advocate if the Secre- 
my position from, say, the position | tary for Scotland happened to be in the 
of the Under Secretary for War? At | House of Commons and had conduct of 
this moment his chief is in the Upper | Bills, and would therefore -be more in the 
House ; where is the difference betwecn | eye of the House than the Minister who 
his Department and mine at the present | had not—made no difference whatever so 
moment? Take again, for instance, the | far as the conduct of business was con- 
Post Office or the Foreign Office, though | cerned. ‘The matter comes back to this. 
of course I admit that the Foreign Office | Unless hon. Members hold that the head 
is not, as a rule, concerned in Bills. When | of a Department is never to sit in the 
the party opposite was in office there was | House of Lords there is no real grievance 
a time when Lord Kimberley was at the | in the Secretary for Scotland being in the 
Colonial Office, Lord Spencer at the | Upper Chamber. That is a proposition 
Admiralty, and Lord Ripon at the India which I do not think can be controverted. 
Office, and they were represented by |The practical knowledge which the Lord 
Under Secretaries in this House, and | Advocate has of Scottish affairs is cer- 
surely hon. Gentlemen opposite have not | tainly no harm to him; and I do not 
forgotten that under their own régime | think that hon. Members can contend 
Lord Dalhousie—whose early death we all | that a Lord Advocate is more unfit to re- 
deplore—was Secretary for Scotland in | present the Secretary for Scotland than 
the House of Lords. The hon. Member | an Under Secretary to represent a Secre- 
for Wick Burghs said that it was quite | tary of State. Without desiring to make 
different in the old days, before the office | any comparisons I confess I am personally 
of Secretary for Scotland was created, but | comforted by this, that if it is a question 
{ must inform him that the Home Secre- | of what the hon. Member for Ross speaks 
sary had precisely the same relation to | of—namely, of knowledge or ignorance of 
the Lord Advocate in those days as the | Scottish affairs, I think it is likely that I 
Secretary for Scotland has now. should have quite as much a tincture of 
that particular knowledge as was dis- 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: That was a| Played in the House in halcyon days when 
very late arrangement. an English gentleman, although a Scoteh 
Member—Sir George Trevelyan—was 

Secretary for Scotland. And I think, if 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Not 
at all. Really the hon. Gentleman does | would not enter into it personally, that I 
not know the history of this matter. The | would not have very much to fear from 
Lord Advocate was never in the Cabinet, | the result. 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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Mr. WEIR: Not on Highland matters. | 
Sir George Trevelyan was head and | 
shoulders above you in Highland affairs. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is, 
very difficult to understand the hon. 
Gentleman’s standard, but I have been 
intimately acquainted with the Highlands 
all my life. The matter really comes to_ 
a general discussion as to the advisability 
of having any practical representative of 
the Department in the House of Lords at_ 
all. Unless the whole system of dealing 
with office is to be interfered with, it is 
impossible for hon. Members to show that 
there is any peculiar grievance in the 
Secretary for Scotland being in the other 
House. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
regretted that he was not present in the 
House when the right hon. Gentleman 
the Lord Advocate referred to remarks 
which he had made on a previous occa- 


sion. The right hon. Gentleman had 
called his attention to them at the time 
they were made, and he had given an 
explanation of them. He regretted that 
he had used any words which had wounded 
the right hon. Gentleman in any way. The 
last desire he had in the world was to 
impute to him any want of courtesy. The 
best merit of the Lord Advocate was that in 
answer to questions he always gave the 
answer yes or no, and whatever he did say 
he stuck to. The position of the Lord | 
Advocate in the House of Commons, 
previous to the creation of the post of the 
Scottish Secretary, was totally different 
to the position which the right hon. 
Gentleman now occupied. He was 
the one Scotch official in the House to 
whom every Scotch Member went upon 
any subject which came up. He con- 
ducted all the legislative business of the 
House. He answered questions on his 
own responsibility, and was in a 
totally different position to an Under 
Secretary of State for War, for instance, | 
whose superior occupied a seat in the 
House of Lords. The grievance before 
the House was one of old standing, and 
resolved itself into a question of whether 
the Scottish Secretary should be in the | 
House of Commons or the House of | 
lords. It was disadvantageous to both | 
rties that he should sit in the House of | 
rds—to the Scotch Members because he | 


' the House of Commons. 


_ though 
‘affecting the smaller towns in Scotland. 
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was the person in authority mainly re- 
sponsible for the conduct of Scottish 


_ business, and he could not be approached 


in the same way as the Lord Advocate or 
any other Minister who occupied a seat in 
The disadvan- 
tage to Scotch Members was amply illus- 
trated by the fact that there were at the 
present moment, and had been for some 
few years, little trifling reforms of a non- 
contentious character which he firmly be- 
lieved, had Scotch Members been able 
to have approached the Scottish Secre- 
tary in the House of Commons, would 
have been dealt with long ago. The dis- 
advantage to the Scottish Secretary, for 
whom he had the greatest regard, was that 
although he was a good Scotchman and 
knew Scottish business thoroughly, he had 
never held a seat in the House of 
Commons. The result was that he did 
not know the House, that he overestimated 
the difficulty of getting legislation passed, 
and therefore was unduly timid in press- 
ing forward such measures of reform 
which, had he been familiar with the 
House, he would have passed into law at 
a much earlier period. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Lord Advocate, with con- 
siderable ingenuity, referred to various in- 
stances of Government officers who had 
seats in the Upper House, and who were 
represented by an Under Secretary in the 
House of Commons. The great difference 
between those Gentlemen and the Secre- 
tary for Scotland was that he was the 
supreme executive officer for Scotland. 
Whoever heard of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland being in the House of Lords ? 
Never since 1830, when Lord Melbourne 
occupied the office of Home Secretary, 
had that Minister been in the House 
of Lords. What was wanted for Scotland 
was the same thing. What Scottish 
Members demanded was that the ex- 
ecutive Minister for Scotland should be in 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross) desired to call the attention of the 
Lord Advocate to a grievance which, 
small, was very substantial, 


It was the absence of any restriction by 
the authorities dealing with the sale of ice 
cream. [Laughter.] No doubt such a griev- 
ance excited the risibility of hon. Members, 
and everything that contributed to that 
was advantageous to the House. But 
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there was no question that it was a great 


{COMMONS} 


previous speakers when the hon. Gentle- 
man was not in the House. 


grievance, and all that Scotland asked | 


was that the shops should be brought 
under the control of the liquor licensing 
laws, so that they might not, as they 
frequently do, keep open all night long, 
and that they should not be allowed to be 
open on Sundays. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
Such an important matter as that would 
require legislation, and cannot be dealt 
with under the Votes. 


Mr. WASON regretted that that was 
so, and called attention to the fact that 
in the Sanitary and Police Acts every 
provision was made for the city of Aber- 
deen, and what’ was good for that city 
was surely good for the rest of the 
country. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) thought 
it was a pity that any Members of the 
House, whatever their opinions might be 
with regard to the desirability of the 
Secretary of Scotland occupying a seat in 
the House of Commons, should allow 
themselves to make an almost personal 
attack upon the Lord Advocate, whose 
ability and courtesy were very well known 
to all Scottish Members. He deprecated 
that such attacks should be made. 


Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) said 
the hon. Gentleman had entirely mis- 
understood the remarks of his hon. friend, 
who attributed no personal incapacity to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Lord 
Advocate. 


Mr. WYLIE pointed out that he was 
not referring to the hon. Gentleman’s hon. 
friend, but to other remarks made by 
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CapTaIN SINCLAIR expressed his 


| opinion that the remarks referred to were 








expressions of commiseration with the 
Lord Advocate at the difficult position in 
which he often found himself. He agreed 
with the remark of the hon. Member for 
East Aberdeenshire, and thought that as 
the Scotch Secretary was the chief execu- 
tive officer for Scottish affairs, and that 
the entire power of administering that 
country centred in him, it was necessary 
that he should be in the House of 
Commons. 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON said he 
was sorry personalities had bulked so 
largely in the discussion. He could not 
help thinking, however, that it was to a 
large extent+the fault of the Lord 
Advocate himself, who had at great 
length gone into his qualifications for his 
post, and had besides been extremely un- 
happy in the comparison he made between 
himself and the late Secretary for Scot- 
land. Those who had had the pleasure 


of sitting in that House .with Sir George 


Trevelyan should be the last to undervalue 
the great services he rendered to Scotland. 
He thought the Lord Advovate’s defence 
of his position was utterly untenable. The 
right hon. gentleman must remember that 
the Scottish Secretary was for Scotland 
Home Secretary and President of the Local 
Government Board, and represented toa 
very large extent the Board of Trade. In 
fact, he occupied positions which in 
England were occupied by half a dozen 
Ministers with seats in the House of 
Commons. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 51; 
Noes, 95. (Division List No. 128.) 


. 


AYES. 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | Duckworth, James 


Lyell, Sir Leonard 





Barlow, John Emmott 
Bramsidon, Thomas Arthur 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) | 
Colville John 
Commins, Andrew 
Crombie, Joha William 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) ' 


Mr. Wason. 





| Dunn, Sir William 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 


| Hedderwi:k, Thomas C. 4. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 


Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A. (Q’n’sCo 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M’Ghee, Richard 

Moss, Samuel 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadinan, William Charles 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cumpbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Charrington, Speacer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Donkin, Richard Sim 

Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William tmayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster; 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Garfit, William 


{18 May 1900} 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wallace, Robert 
Wason, Eugene 


Wilson, Hen-y J. (York, W.R.) 


NOES. 


Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


Hanbury, Rt. Ha. Robert W. | 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 


Hozier,Hon. JamesHenryCeeil | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir J. Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,Sir E. Durning-(Corn 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swnsea 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MeArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 

| M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinb gh, W. 

| M‘Killop, James 

| Middlemore, J. Throgmorton) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
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Woodhouse,Sir JT(Hudd’rsfld) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Weir and Sir Charles 
Cameron. 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, RtHnA Graham( Bute 
Plat-Higyins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H.Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker( Lanarks. } 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby,Lt.-Cl. A.C.E. (Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 
fo) v oS 


Mr. WEIR said he proposed to move 
areduction of £10, witha view to obtain- 
ing a little further information. He 
noticed one item of £200 for “ inspec- 
tion,” and he desired to know how that 
had been expended, as the charge appeared 
to him to be excessive. There was a 
further sum put down for “ messengers,” 
but nothing to say what those messengers 
were for. There was also provision 
made for the migration of crofters. The 
Congested Districts Board was established 
lor the purpose, among other things, of 
developing agriculture, dairy farming, 
and the breeding of live stock and poultry 
in the congested districts. The Board 
had only spent a small sum _ of 
money in connection with these objects. 


There was on the part of the Board | 


a great want of business capacity. 


i 
| 


There was a screw loose somewhere. the Board to erect lighthouses at 


There was something seriously wrong. 
He complained that the Board had not 
provided meal mills, which were very 
much wanted in certain districts, although 
that was one of the objects the Board 
was appointed to carry out. With regard 
to the migration of crofters from the con- 
gested districts he pointed out that not 
one had been sent away, although it was 
now three years since the Government 
provided money for that purpose. In 
reply to a question on 30th March last 
the Lord Advocate stated that the whole 
subject would be dealt with in the forth- 
coming Report of the Congested Districts 
Board. That Report ought to have been 
in the hands of Members before this 
Vote was taken, but it was not 
yet submitted. This was extremely 
unsatisfactory, for they would have 


no opportunity of discussing the 
Report for another year. He further 
called attention to the failure of 
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points where they were required. The | pursue in regard to the expenditure of 
Lord Advocate had stated, in reply to a| this money? They were at the present 
question, that he did not know how | moment perfectly in the dark. He ven- 
they were to be maintained after they were | tured to say that they had far more 
erected. There was a sum of £400 at the | money in their pocket than they could 
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disposal of the Secretary for Scotland for | 
the purpose of maintaining lighthouses, | 
and the Scotch Office did not know any- | 
thing aboutit. He had to toil through | 
the Appropriation Accounts, and do the | 
work that ought to be done by the Scotch | 
Office. 


possibly spend during the current year, 


Sik LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetland): I should like to press the 
right hon. Gentleman for some explanation 


as to why nothing has been done in 


regard to the erection and maintenance 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
statement is perfectly accurate. The | 
Board have not arrived at any conclusion | 
as to whether they should or should not 
maintain al! these lighthouses. 


Mr. WEIR: A very convenient way 
to get out of it. He was not surprised that 


Board were not attended to as they ought 
to be. The secretary of the Board was a 
clerk in the Exchequer Office. That 
gentleman for his duties in the Exchequer 
Office received £650 a year, and he also 


received £150 a year for acting as secre- | 


tary of the Congested Districts Board. 
There was also £150 paid from the funds 
for certain officers in the Exchequer 
Office. Was that the way to conduct 
business ? 
man who would devote his whole time to 
the work of the Congested Districts Board. 
As a protest against the conduct of the 


Congested Districts Board he moved that | ; 
cate gave me an evasive answer to-day, 


the Vote be reduced by £10. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That Item i 
Board, Scotland, Grant-in-aid) be re- | 
duced by £10.”—(Mr. Weir.) 


| Orkney. 
the affairs of the Congested Districts | 


Although 


‘or £300 they would get a/| agnosis : 
For £30 Bren ets been no distinct refusal ; the matter still 


| indefinite period. 


of lighthouses. I believe that some 
arrangement could be made whereby the 
maintenance of the lights would be shared 


by the Congested Districts Board and the 


local authorities. I would specially call 


|attention to the inadequate provision 


certain harbour works in 
I brought this question before 
the Secretary for Scotland and the Lord 
Advocate, and received a most unsatisfac- 
tory reply. The harbour I specially 
refer to is that of St. Margaret's 
Hope. The population of the island 
consists of small farmers who are 
unable to provide the money them- 
selves, although the total trade of 
the place is not __ inconsiderable. 
every requirement has been 
complied with, the smallest possible grant 
has so far been withheld. There has 


made for 


awaits consideration and termination. I 
want to know why this matter has been 
hung up for so long. The Lord Advo- 


saying that grants had been given to 
other places not very far off, and there- 
fore this place, which the county autho- 


E (Congested Districts | rities of every description maintain has 


the first claim upon the attention of the 
Government, has to stand over for some 
It is no satisfaction to 


Mr. CALDWELL said that up to the | the people of one island that a neighbour- 
31st March the Congested Districts ing island is to have a pier but they are 
Board had got £85,000, and no, be left out. The constitution of this 
Report had been given since one | Congested Districts Board is most un 

pe 6 | satisfactory. It is especially unsatisfac- 
which was dated 3lst January, 1899. tory to the people of the country and to 
Why was there no Report of what | Members of this House that the really 
the Board had been doing since then?) responsible person who has to deal with 
The Board was getting money at the rate | these matters, the Secretary for Scot- 
of £35,000 a year, and the Lord Advo-| land, is not a member of the House of 
cate should have information te give to | Commons so that questions could be put 
the Committee as to what was being done | straight to him. The Congested Districts 
when he came with a Vote of that kind. | Boardconsistsof the Scretary for Scotland, 
What was the policy they were going to | the Under Secretary, and the heads of im- 


Mr. Weir. 
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rtant Boards. Butthese gentlemen areall 
fully occupied in their respective offices ; 


they do not get any additional pay for | 


sitting on the Congested Districts Board, 
and the work is performed in a_per- 
functory manner. We do not know 
whether or not they entertain or give 
any attention to the representations which 
are made, or upon whose advice they 
come to their conclusions. The result is 
extremely unsatisfactory. For these 
reasons I most strongly support the 
motion of my hon. friend, and I hope the 
Committee will enter their protest by 
dividing upon this important question. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I know some- 
thing, though not perhaps very much, 
about the question which has been raised 
by the hon. Baronet, and there is no 
doubt that in the part of the country to 
which he has referred the action of the 
Congested Districts Board in regard to 
the harbour at St. Margaret’s Hope con- 
stitutes a very distinct grievance. In fact, 
the Congested Districts Board have 
played with the question ; they have put 
the inhabitants of the island to very con- 
siderable expense in preparing at least 
two surveys and possible schemes for a 
harbour, and then, after all, have hung 
the matter up. Inthe meantime they 
have undertaken to erect a pier at a place 
called Burray, in the neighbourhood of 
St. Margaret’s Hope, which is absolutely 
unsuitable, as compared with St, Mar- 
garet’s Hope, for any useful purpose. 
No seaman who knows anything about 
the place or the traffic between the north 
of Scotland and the Orkneys, would 
hesitate for one moment in a choice be- 
tween the proposed harbour at St. 
Margaret’s Hope and at Burray where the 
Congested Districts Board have agreed to 
put upa pier. I suppose the reason is 
that the pier at Burray is less expensive 
than the pier at St. Margaret’s Hope, but 
Ido not understand that it is the busi- 
of the Congested Districts Board to erect 
piers at places where they will be of com- 
paratively little value, simply because 
they cost less than piers which might be 
erected at places where they would be of 
distinct value, not only to the coasting 
trade, but also to the mail steamers 


travelling between the north of Scotland | 
I will pass from that | 


and the Orkneys. 


| gested Districts Board itself. 
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That board 


was created three years ago under pres- 
sure for a distinct purpose, but up to this 
date it has absolutely failed to accomplish 
that purpose or to justify its existence 
upon any ground whatever. The Board 
has done practically nothing. It was 


| created in 1897, and from that time it has 


gone on accumulating sums of money 
which have been annually voted by Parlia- 
ment for the very specific purpose of re- 
lieving the districts in certain congested 
areas in the Highlands, and it has not 
relieved a single area or spot in any con- 
gested district throughout the Highlands. 
In February last, in answer to a question 


‘addressed to him, the Lord Advocate 


stated, by way of showing how much this 
Board was doing, that out of a balance of 
£62,000 it had promised, in conformity 
with recommendations of committees 
appointed by the Board, to expend about. 
£27,000. But there has been absolutely 
no evidence given by the Lord Advocate 
or anybody else that a single sovereign of 
that money has been expended. Further, 
the Lord Advocate said that the Board 
was negotiating for the purchase of certain 
lands in order to relieve congested areas, 
a purchase which might possibly involve 
the Board in a further expenditure of 
£18,000. But when information was 
asked in regard to this land purchase 
scheme it turned out that the Board had 
devised some totally unworkable scheme, 
a scheme so unworkable and so ill caleu- 
lated to meet the wants of the people for 
whom it was intended that not a single 
applicant came forward for a portion of 
the land. The scheme was too prepos- 
terous to enter int» the imagination of 
any man who understood the difficulties 
of the people for whose benefit this Act 
was intended. If I remember rightly, 
under that scheme, with the advantage of 
money advanced by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, a crofter coming from a 
congested area where poverty was ram- 
pant was to be offered a tenancy which 


would have cost him something like £23 
/per annum, and he would further have 


had the inestimable benefit of a loan of 
£300 for the erection of buildings at an 
interest of 2? per cent. The total cost to 
the man, therefore, would amount to 
about £30 per annum. “ But,” said the 
Lord Advocate, ‘ we should arrange that 
the shooting will be let for some £12 10s. 
per annum, so that the rent will be 


point to the consideration of the Con- | reduced to about £18.” Just imagine a 
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scheme of that character! 
going to guarantee the value of shooting 
over holdings which were cut into miser- 
able patches to be cultivated by crofters ? 
The scheme was too preposterous. It was 
even worse than that, because as originally 
designed these crofters were to be com- 
pelled to take over at a valuation the 


sheep which happened to be on these large | 


azing farms. Nobody who knows any- 
fo) J 


thing about the system of sheep and | 
cattle valuation in the Highlands would | 
for a moment dream of buying sheep | 


at a Highland valuation. So far as 
that particular is concerned the scheme 
was seen to be so absurd that the sheep 
valuation was speedily dropped ; but the 
praises of the rest of the scheme were 
sung by the Lord Advocate, as anyone 
who desires to pursue the subject may 
see by a reference to Hansard of February 
last.* But there is something more than 
that. I believe it was upon the same 
occasion the Lord Advocate told us that 
the Congested Districts Board had 
actually paid £1,451 for the purposes 
of migration. The principal object of this 
Act, which took this House some time to 
pass, was in the first place to purchase 
land for the people in congested areas, 


and, in the next place, to migrate some of 
the people from the congested areas to 


other parts of the kingdom. We were 
told at that time that £1,451 had been 
actually paid by the Board, but a month 
later, in reply to a question by the hon. 
Member for Ross as to whether or 
not any crofters had been migrated, 
the Lord Advocate confessed that 
not a single crofter in the High- 
lands had been migrated under the Act. 
It is a curious thing that we should have 
this Act in operation for thre2 years, 
during which period the members of the 
Board have been drawing their salaries 
annually, and yet, so far as we know, not 
a single farthing of the sum voted by the 
House has been expended for the purposes 
intended by Parliament. I therefore 
think that, in the absence of the Report, 
we ought to have a very fuli explanation 
from the Lord Advocate, and an assurance 
that the Board is not one of the legis- 
lative farces which have been passed in 
recent years. 


* Refer to Debate on Mr. Weir's Amend- 
ment to the Address, 8th February, 1900, The 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 
Ixxviii., page 973. 


Mr. Hedderwick. 


{COMMONS} 


Who was | 


| year. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty re- 
ferred to the salary of the inspector of 
alkaline works in the Scotch Office. He 
is appointed under the Alkali Acts, and 
the same gentleman acts for Scotland as 
| for England, and his salary is divided 
equitably between the two countries, and 
_I have no hesitation in saying that it has 
been fairly apportioned between them. 
That is the meaning of the sum in 
the Vote. The hon. Member also 
asked why the messengers in the Scotch 
Education Department are borne on the 
Scotch Office Vote instead of on the 
Education Vote. That can also be simply 
explained. It might be arranged other- 
wise, but the whole office expenses of 
Dover House—which, as the hon. Gentle- 
man knows, contains the Scotch Office, 
the Education Department for Scotland, 


‘and the Lord Advocate’s oftice—are borne 


on the Scotch Office Vote. The travelling 
expenses referred to are the travelling ex- 
penses incurred under the Alkali Acts. 
Of course, the inspector has to visit the 
works he inspects. I do not know pre- 
cisely what sum is actually spent, but I 
take it that this is an estimate of what 
would ordinarily be spent in travelling 
during the year. Now I[ come to a topic 
of much more general interest, raised by 
hon. Gentlemen, and that is the question 
of the Congested Districts Board. First 
of all, let me say this about the Report. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark com- 
plained that this Report was overdue, 
because he said that the last one had been 
issued on 31st January, 1899. I think 
he will remember that, at the end of 
that Report, it was intimated that 
hereafter the Reports would coincide 
with the financial year, an arrangement 
which is obviously more convenient for 
the House, because it will enable hon. 
Members to see precisely how the 
account stands at the end of the financial 
Of course that delayed the issue 
of the Report for three months, but in 
future I have no doubt the Report will 
be issued soon after the end of each 
financial year. That is the reason why 
the Report is later than it would be if it 
were only brought up to Ist January. 
As regards the statement that the Report 
has been held back there is nothing of 
the sort. The reason why the Report is 
not in the hands of Members during the 
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discussion of the Scotch estimates is what 
[have stated, and also because we are taking 
the estimates earlier this year than usual. 
[am very sorry the Report is not in the 
hands of Members, because [ cannot help 
thinking that if it were we should have 
been spared some of the very wild state- 
nents, I cannot call them anything else, 
as to the action of the Congested Dis- 
wicts Board. When that Report is issued 
| think a perusal of it will show that 
the very last charge that can justly be 
brought against the Board is that it 
has been perfunctory and careless or has 
not done anything at all. In regard to the 
purely irresponsible charges which the hon. 
Member for Wick Burghs has uttered 
against the Board, it is all very well to 
say that the members of the Board are 
holders of other positions. They 
were chosen for that precise reason. I do 
not know that there is anything more 
ditticult than the proper administration 
of funds of this sort. Of course, if we 
were to follow the policy of the hon. 
Member for Ross and Cromarty and to 
pauperise the people by giving them 
doles and grants, it would be easy enough, 
but to spend money among a poor popu- 
lation who naturally—as we all would if 
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we were poor—want to get help in a 
pecuniary direction, in order not to. 
patronise them but to help the district, is , 


a matter of very great difficulty. It is a 
matter which clever men find it hard to 
perform, and one that we could not do 
hetter than bring to our side the very 


best experience that the country could | 


Accordingly, these Gentle- 
men were selected, not because 
they had or had _ not _ salaries 
for other positions, but because, so far as 
we could, we wanted to avail ourselves of 
the best possible experience. No doubt 
my noble friend the Secretary for Scot- 
land is chairman of the Board, and rightly 
so, but he is responsible for the policy of 
the Board. There is the Vice-President 


give us. 


of the Local Government Board, who, by , 


daily communication with the inspectors 
of the poor in every part of the country, 
has immense local knowledge. Then 
there is the Chairman of the Fishery 
Board, who of course is in direct touch 
with many parts of the very country to 
be relieved. Then there is the chairman 
of the Crofter Committee, whom I have 
heard praised by hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, and who ought to know something 
about the congested districts, and three 
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other gentlemen chosen as representatives 
of the Highlands, the death of one of 
whom we have unfortunately to deplore 
—I mean Sir Kenneth McKenzie—who 
brought not only immense knowledge 
but assiduity to the work he had to per- 
form. All I can say regarding these 
gentlemen is that Ido not know that you 
could select in scotland gentlemen who 
are more likely to bring knowledge 
and experience to the very diffi- 
cult matter they have to attend 
to. As to what they have done. 
let me first refer to the question of money. 
The state of the account on 31st March, 
1900, was that there was a balance no 
doubt of £60,000 in the hands of the 
Board, but at the same time there was a 
possible expenditure on liabilities of 
£40,000 ; that is to say, the account only 
showed the actual expenditure up to 
3lst March, but in addition the Board 
had a large liability in connection with 
various schemes for which payment had 
heen promised on certain conditions, and 
it was estimated that if these conditions 
were fulfilled £40,000 might be required. 
In regard to the mere fact of the Board 


having a balance, I must humbly confess 


that that appears to me an indication of 
a very wise policy. The Board state at 
the end of the Report, which will shortly 
be in the hands of hon. Members, that 
they consider it is much better to proceed 
with caution than by precipitate action, 
and not run the risk of making a mistake 
which might defeat the purpose for which 
the Board was established. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: What have they done ?] [I am 
going to tell the hon. Member. They 
certainly have not spared themselves 
in the work they were appointed 
to carry out. The language of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite is that 
they have done nothing, and that they 
have been perfunctory, and this language 
is used without the slightest knowledge 
of what the Board has or has not done. 
In the first place I should like to mention 
one thing they have not done. They 
found again and again in their inquiries, 
with a view to helping the inhabitants of 
the congested districts, that one of the 
greatest difficulties with which the young 
person of either sex in these districts had 
to contend with was the disadvantage 
that he or she, when the time came to go 
out into the world, had never had that early 
training which children in other dis- 
tricts necessarily get from their surround- 
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ings. In an ordinary country district a 
boy has continually brought before him 
the general idea of taking to a trade, but 
in these districts in the Highlands and 
along the seaboard a boy gets no such 
idea, because there are no trades and no 
worker in wood or iron to get a chance of 
looking at. The lives he sees his elders 
lead is that they fish for a certain part 
of the year, they do a little in the way 
of cultivation, and they get an occasional 
job in connection with sport, but that 
they have long periods of enforced idle- 
ness. The Western Highlazder has never 
by right of descent, so to speak, been a 
real fisherman. I do not mean by that 
that very many Western Highlanders are 
not very competent boatmen and accus- 
tomed to the sea, but somehow or other 
he has never brought himself, like the 
East Coast fisherman has with such con- 
spicuous success, to look to the sea as a 
means of livelihood altogether, and to 
take to the sea as his occupation. The 
West Coast man has always been accus- 
tomed to look to a certain extent to the 
land for a modicum of. cultivation, and 
to the sea for the purpose of fishing. 
The girls have no chance of knowing 
what domestic service really is, even of 
the most rudimentary kind, and the 
result is that they are put at an immense 
disadvantage, as compared with others 
more favourably situated elsewhere. One 
thing which is especially noticeable when 
we come to consider seafaring life is that 
these west country boys are ignorant of 
its ordinary conditions, and they are very 
often exposed to ridicule. Ridicule to 
the sensitive nature found in the Celt is 
a very serious thing when a person has 
not had much experience of life. In this 
House we learn to be thick-skinned, but 
to the sensitive young man we find that 
ridicule is a very serious thing, and much 
of it will very often kill that spirit of 
enterprise which we are doing our very 
best to foster. Certain experiments have 
been made in the way of trying to give 
some of these children a certain amount 
of experience in what I may call the very 
rudiments of trade, and in the case of the 
girls giving them some sort of ex- 
perience in what I may call the A BC 
of domestic service. The Congested Dis- | 
tricts Board felt very strongly that they | 
would be helping these districts very | 
much if in some way or other, through | 
the school boards or otherwise, they could | 


{COMMONS} 


Service Estimates, 656 
tion in this direction. Unfortunately the 
powers of the Congested Districts Board 
are such that the Law Officers of the 
Crown had to advise the Board that they 
could not spend money in that direction, 
With a view to procuring that power my 
noble friend introduced last year a Bill 
which passed all its stages in the House 
of Lords which would have allowed asum 
of money to be used in this direction, 
Hon. Members know that that Bill was 
blocked by hon. Members opposite be- 
longing to those very portions of the 
country whose constituents would have 
been benefited, and the responsibility for 
that failure I am very glad to put upon 
their shoulders. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK : I did nothing 
to block that Bill; in fact, I was rather 
in its favour. 


Mr, WEIR: And I did not block the 
Bill, nor obstruct it in any way. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: But 
the hon. Member opposite was one of 
those who prevented it passing through 
the House. 


Mr. WEIR: Certainly not. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Then 
I am not at one with the view of the hon. 
Member about that matter. But let me 
row come to what we have done. In the 
first place, let me take this question of 
migration, about which hon. Members are 
so much interested. Various attempts 
have been made in this direction, and 
some have been successful and others 
have not. I find that the total sum for 
loans was £1,310, and £210 in grants to 
the crofters, or an equivalent to £1,400. 
The hon. Member for Wick Burghs has 
spoken of one of our larger experiments 
as a scheme which is totally unworkable 
and too preposterous and absurd. I do 
not know what the hon. Member's know- 
ledge is upon this question, but I think 
he will be scarcely prepared to compare 
his knowledge with that of the Rev. J. K. 
Maclean and the Rev. Donald Mackenzie. 
Here is what they say about this question. 
They made a communication to the 
Secretary for Scotland in his capacity of 


impart some kind of rudimentary instruc- | Secretary to the Congested Districts 
Nir. A. Graham Murray. 
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Board, and they forwarded the following 
resolution— 

- “Resolved: To express the thanks of those 
‘districts to Lord Balfour of Burleigh and the 
Congested Districts Board for their earnest 
and large attempt to meet the need of those 
districts for more land by devising such a 
Jiberal scheme of loans.” 


That is the scheme which the hon. Mem- 


ber for Wick Burghs calls preposterous | 


and absurd, and yet you have two 
ministers of the Free Church supporting 
at a meeting a resolution in the terms 
which I have read. Whether the people 
have taken advantage of this scheme or 
not isa very different thing to calling it 
preposterous and absurd. ‘They went on 
to describe the scheme as a large and 
earnest attempt to deal with the ‘question, 


‘put, at the same time, they did want it 


altered in regard. to the taking over of the 
stock at valuation. Accordingly, the 
Congested Districts Board modified that 
provision, and instead of asking the 
settlers to take over the stock at valua- 
tion, the Board themselves proposed to buy 
the stock at valuation, which should be 
disposed of by arrangement between 
themselves. Unfortunately applications 
were not made by a sutticient number of 
people with enough stock to ailow the 
matter to go on, but the experiment is 
not necessarily a failure yet. So late as 
2rd February, 1900—the resolution I 
read was passed on the 23rd October, 
1899—a ‘letter was received from Mr. 
Lindsay, the Convener of Sutherland, in 
which he says— 

“T noticed with much disappointment in the 
newspapers of last week that the negotiations 
for the purchase and settlement of Syre Farm, 
inthis county, had been broken off and the 
scheme all but abandoned. The purchase of 
this farm by the Congested Districts Board, 
andthe probable resale thereof to suitable 
tenants, raised hopes that the time had arrived 
when the restoration of the people to the land 
could be begun under very favourable circum- 
stances. I attach so much importance to the | 
success of this scheme, and the policy involved 
in it, that I think no reasonable effort ought | 
to be spared in removing as far as possible all 
obstacles to such success. 


“From a careful perusa! of the recital of the | 


various steps already taken I am not fully satis- | 


fied that there are not misunderstandings on 

both sides, and misconceptions on the part of 

the applicants as to the full bearing and very 

— nature of the terms offered by the 
rd.’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I should like to} from each other. 


know if the right hon. Gentleman is 
quoting from the Report of this year ? 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourts Sertes.] 
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| *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
quoting from the appendix of this year. 
The result of that was that an arrange- 
ment has been made with the town of 
Sutherland, and we hope that there may 
be still some chance of trying to bring 
this question to a successful issue. Upon 
this subject I want to show the Com- 
mittee how utterly reckless the statements 
are which are made so lightly by hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House in regard to the question of the 
Congested Districts Board being really in 
earnest in this matter. As far as the 
Congested Districts Board was concerned, 
experiments were made upon land near 
Stornoway, but there was only ene appli- 
cant who seemed to show that the desire 
to acquire this land was not very large. 
There were other attempts made in Skye, 
one of which has already been reported 
upon. Now I have dealt with the subject 
of migration, but what I have mentioned 
does not by any means exhaust the opera- 
tions of the Congested Districts Board. 
The Board have done much for the 
improvement of agriculture by providing 
live stock, and there was also a very large 
distribution of seed in the year 1899, and 
there will be another large distribu- 
tion in 1900. The Board have also con- 
ducted certain experiments on potato 
sprays. One hon. Member opposite 
seemed to ridicule these experiments, but 
they were being watched with the very 
greatest interest in the Highlands. As a 
matter of fact, so far es we have got with 
our experiments, it seems to be shown 
that the effect of this spray has been de- 
cidedly beneficial. These experiments 
are all carried out under the supervision 
of a gentleman who came from Ireland, 
and who has been on the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board, and who has had a great deal 
of practical experience in this matter. 
There is also an experiment being carried 
out as to improved methods of cultivation. 
It is very difficult to get these west 
countrymen to adopt methods of cultiva- 
tion other than those which they have 
| been accustomed to for many years. 
| They are in the habit of planting their 
| potatoes near to each other, with the re- 
| sult that you do not get the same results 
as if they were planted a proper distance 
The only way of really 


| bringing this fact home to people of this 
_ class is to provide them with an object 


2B 
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lesson in potato cultivation. Accordingly, 
provision had been made for planting 
certain patches of potatoes under pre- 
cisely similar soil and similar manurial 
conditions. Some of these patches have 
the potatoes planted at the ordinary dis- 
tances which obtain in those neighbour- 
hoods, and others have been planted at 
distances which more enlightened agri- 
culturists suggest. In this way a good 
deal has been done in the matter of pro- 
viding facilities to impress upon the 
people the improved 
methods of cultivation. Besides this, in 
the year 1889, I think there were thirty 
stud animals distributed in various parts 
of the country, and this departure has 
been found to be ] 
The demand for stallions has not 
very great, and the Congested Districts 
Board hope it will be realised 
is much advantage to 
direction. The 
successful. And now I come to the ques 
tion of piers and ha 
at once to the question raised 
Member for Orkney about this pier at St. 
Margaret’s Hope. The hon. Member is 
really quite l 

the pier at Burray is in any way 
stitution of the pier at St. 
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cud 


sik LEONARD LYELL: I 
say that, for it was t 
man’s own statement. 


not 


ie right hon. Gentle- 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 
but the hon. Member inferred it, and it 
is the inference I am taking exception to. 
I am sure he will not find anything | 
have said which bears that 
said that he did not think it 
the Board to 
rather than another. 
anyone who knows the two towns would 
use that argument. I do not think I am 
at all misrepresenting him in saying that 
his complaint was that we had chosen to 
make a pier at Burray instead of at 
St. Margaret’s Hope. 


inference He 
was the busi- 
pier 
{do not think that 


ness of choose one 


Sir LEONARD LYELL: I never said 
anything of the sort. What I really 
referred to was that the piers which had 
the greatest claims upon the Secretary 
for Scotland were being neglected, while | 
other piers with less claim were receiving 
attention. 

Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not wish for a moment to enter into an 
argument as to what the hon. Member 
said or did not say. All I want to do is 
to assure him that, as a matter of fact, 
the question of Burray having got a pier 
has nothing to with 

assigned by the hon. Member. 


do the reason 
Now why 
did Burray come first instead of St. Mar- 
garet’s? These two places both applied 
practically at once, and I have no doubt 
there was a good deal of local jealousy. 
One hon. Member opposite said it would 
the 
of St. Margaret’s Hope to 


Burray had got a pier. 


inhabitants 
know that 


be no comfort to 


But the Burray 
people came forward in the first instance 
with a practical and feasible scheme, while 
the St. Margaret’s Hope people did not, 
id it had 


to be sent back again. In the meantime 


Their scheme was inadmissible, ai 
ihe Burray people had got a start, and 
accordingly their pier was granted. Of 
course, it is very much more economical 
not to have two plers going on at once, 
Ress has cl 


The hon. Member for charged 
me with great ignorance of Scoteh affairs, 
ud he spoke as if he had got a complete 
case. I called the hon. Member’s atten- 
tion at the time to some of the points he 
has raised, and he has totally misrepre- 
sented the very plain answer I gave to his 
questions. So far from being ignorant 
upon this question of the maintenance of 
lighthouses, [ could not be quite ignorant, 
because I stated that last year the sum of 


£403 had been spent for the year 1899 


upon lighthouses, and this year the 
sum of £731 has been set aside 
for this purpose. The question of 
policy is a much more difficult one. 


I think I have shown the Committee, 
though I am afraid at some length, but it 
was necessary to go into particulars, that 
the Congested Districts Board has been 
anything but idle and that it is not 4 
perfunctory Board, and I cannot help 


‘thinking that the general sense of the 


Scotch people will be with it in its en- 
deavours to do what it can not to pauperise 
the people by rushing blindfolded into 
schemes of migration which with pauper- 
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jm combined seems to be the only out- of land for that operation.” I need not re- 
come of some of the proposals of hon. peat now what I stated in this House to the 
Gentlemen opposite. best of my strength and ability, when the 
Bill was passed in 1897, in urging that we 

should invest in the Board larger powers 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick for the compulsory purchase of land. 
Burghs): I do not propose to detain the That advice was not, of course, acceded 
Committee by reference other than brief to, and I am bound to say, notwithstand- 
to the details given by the right hon, ing all the details that have been given 
Gentleman, but two questions of general by the right hon. Gentleman, that the 
importance have been raised more par- Congested Districts Board up to this time 
ticularly with regard to the position of has made practically no progress in the 
Seotch Members in this House and the ain item of. its ‘task, abide tie 
information they receive for the purpose acquisition of land for the purpose of 
of conducting discussions. I regret ex- . 


relieving congestion in certain parts of 
tremely that my right hon. and learned  Seotland, and settling the population on 
friend should have spoken of the speech jand from which they could earn a living. 
of my hon. friend the Member for the [ will give the Committee by way ok 
Wick Burghs in theterms which he thought summary what the: Bours tosis cities tin Shin 
ft to employ. His general charge direction. It has been vested by Parlia- 
against my hon. friend Was that he was ment with about £80,000 of money, 
talking this evening without any know- ,4q jt has spent on its main enter- 
prise £1,520. That is practically a 
contemptible result, and I think we are 
entitled to condemn the administration of 
a Board which has only that to show for 
its operations. What has been said by 
the Government with reference to the case 
of Strathnauer? Nothing has been done 
by way of migrating crofters into Strath 
nauer, and the result of the whole trans 
action is pronounced in these fatal words, 
“The scheme is not necessarily a failure 
yet.” All that a public board can say is 


ledge, and accordingly with irresponsi- 
bility. That is a serious charge, and the 
basis of it is that my hon. friend was not 
in possession of the main body of the facts 
contained in the Report of the Congested 
Districts Board. My retort to the Govern- 
ment in this matter is that they are 
responsible for having selected this evening 
for the discussion of the Scotch Estimates, 
and that the responsibility is not alone 
theirs, but that we are asked this evening 
to discuss Scotch estimates in the absence 


ya rts F » veste Ietriete | i 4 
of the Reports of the Congested Districts | that the main item of its programme, 


with regard to the acquisition of land, 
cannot be said to be necessarily a failure 
yet. There is commendation! Here is 
Her Majesty’s Government responsible 
for the creation of this Board, and for 
selecting and apportioning its duties, and 
for its composition ; they have the Board 
cussion being without knowledge, when and the money, and yet its main scheme 
want of knowledge has been determined | jg pronounced in the wonderful words 
by the absence of these Reports. There is [ have quoted. The matter is to be kept 
another more general question still. I agree open, it is said, and it is hoped that some- 
that the main body of opinion on this Vote thing may even yet be done. We 
has been directed to the question of the hope so, too; but it is very trying 
Congested Districts Board, and the main | indeed to the patience of the Highland 
subject discussed has been what this | population that that is all that can be 
Board hasdone withregard to the migration | said for the operations of the Congested 
of crofters, and the selection and purchase , Districts Board. Then there was another 


Board, the Lunacy Board, the Loeal 
Government Board, and the Fisheries 
Board. We are governed by public 
boards in Seotland, and I think that the 
Government, having selected this evening 
for the discussion of the Scotch Votes, 
ought to be the last to talk of this dis- 
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very wonderful scheme—the scheme for 
the selection of land and its division into 
quarter-acre plots. That was seriously 
mentioned as part of the labours of the 
Congested District Board, but after the 
scheme was fully fledged and placed be- 
fore the population of the district, it was 
found that not a quarter-acre of land could 
be purchased on the arrangement made 
by the Board. I think even after the 
statement of the Lord Advocate that that 
is a very pitiful result of the operations 
of a great public body. The position in 
which we have been placed as Scotch 
Members when we are asked to discuss 
these matters in the dark, and are then 
reproached with discussing them without 
knowledge, is bad enough, but it is not 
that merely I complain of. There is 
something underlying the absence of suc- 
cess in these schemes which is far deeper 
than any party question, and that is this 
—what is the position of the population 
of these districts, the urgency of whose 
case was the reason for the measure 
of 1897? Their lot is as_ it 
when the measure was introduced ; it is 
still one of conspicuous hardship, and I 
submit that in voting for this Amend- 
ment hon. Members will be voting for 
the condemnation of the prolongation of a 
policy under which these congested dis- 
tricts still remain as congested as ever, 
and by which misery is being prolonged, 
simply because this Board will not 
abandon its policy of lethargy and adopt 
a policy of courage. The Board first of 
all made an investigation into certain 
schemes of educational requirements in 
the Western Highlands, and it made 
certain suggestions, and, suppose, it wasted 
time—probably months—and at the end 
of all these negotiations or transactions it 
occurred to someone to inquire whether 
under the Act the Board had any power 
in the matter, and it was found it had 
not, and that it had been fruitlessly 
wasting itstime. How can we respect a 
Board of that kind ? 
the methods of this Board and against the 
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was 


absence of any serious conviction on the 
Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


{COMMONS} 


| part of the Government that before we are 


I do protest against | 
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asked to discuss Scotch Votes we ought 
'to have information from these Boards, 
| We have been asked to discuss four times 
/over matters on which Reports should 
have been in our hands long ago. On 
the whole I say that the result of the 
action of the Congested Districts Board, 
| if it continues, will be one of two things. 
| Either the Board will go, as an admini- 
| strative entity in Scotland, and you will 
| have to get some Board which will address 
| itself to administration and not to hoard- 
| ing up money, or else the grant will go, 
;and the people of Scotland will agree 
| that the Board has disproved its right to 
a grant by the lethargy of its admini- 
| stration. 


*Dr. CLARK (Caithness-shire) : I hope 
' the Lord Advocate will withdraw this Vote, 
| because we have no information which 
enables us to grant this money. I might 
draw his attention to the fact that he 
informed my hon. friend two months ago 
that the Report from whicti he has been 
reading to-night would be in our hands 
last month. In March we were told we 
would have it in April, and now, in the 
middle of May, he has got the Report 
to enable him to answer questions, but 
we are not to have it, and under these 
circumstances he ought not to ask for this 
Vote to-night. Unless the Government 
withdraws the Vote I will move to report 
progress, in order to discuss the conduct of 
the Government from that standpoint. | 
have always been opposed to the action of 
this Board. I said that the constitution 
of the Board as proposed in the Bill of 
1897 was a had one, and I so far got the 
House of Commons to agree with me that 
an Amendment was passed that there 
should be three members appointed apart. 
from the official members.. I regret to 
say that these three members are not of 
the class that ought to have been 
appointed. How can we have any confi- 
dence with a Board of this kind? I will 
| give two illustrations of how it acts. In 
‘the Report of 1898 it is stated that the 
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Board has been engaged in negotiations ; and Free Church ministers ; but what is 
for the purchase of a large farm. How | the evidence brought forward? These 
does the matter stand with regard to that | gentlemen simply point out the absurdity 
now? The Lord Advocate informed my | of the Government’s own scheme. If that 
hon. friend in March of this year that the | be the condition of things I do not see why 
Board had found that the farm referred | we should vote this money. Nothing 
to could not be got as it was under| has been done by the Board except to 
lease until 1902. One more instance. | hoard up money. The Lord Advocate 
If, as the Lord Advocate says, wild | has given us information regarding the 
language has been used by the hon. | character of the Western Highlander as 
Member for the Wick Burghs, language | against the east coast man. The reason 
just as wild has been used in the| why fishermen on the east coast are so 
Highlands by important official persons | much more successful is that they have 
with reference to the Board. What did | railways near all their harbours and can 
Cameron of Lochiel say last week at a| send their fish to market by rail. On 
meeting of the County Council of Inver- | the west coast we have got few railways, 
ness? A report was brought before the| and no. steamers in winter, and when 
Council to maintain a pier under the Act. | fish is landed it often cannot be 
I should like to know how the money for| sent to the markets. It is not 
the pier was spent. It cost the Govern-| the case that the west coast men 
ment £1,800, and here is the language | are not as good seamen as the east coast 
used by Cameron of Lochiel after areport | men. When they enter the Navy or the 
made by Captain Moore, of H.MLS. | merchant service they show great effi- 
“Research,” which showed that the money | ciency, and masters who have them on 
was spent in building a pier where there | their ships know that to be the case. I 
were no roads for miles, and where it was | must say that such a statement comes 
dangerous for a ship to go near. Here is | with a very bad grace from the present 
what Cameron of Lochiel said at the | Government, on whom my hon. friend 
meeting of the County Council— | the Member for Ross and Cromarty has 
| been pressing the desirability of having a 

“There is no more stupendous monument of | training ship on the west coast, where 
Ses pet aya money existing in the | boys could be trained for the sea, but 
: ‘the Admiralty and the Scotch Office 

|have refused to do anything in the 
|matter. I do not think that a single 
: | penny either of the money voted by this 
by the Convener of the county of Inver-| fyouse or of the money taken from 
ness. That is the character of the work | Scotch sources should be spent in educa- 
which is being carried out, and I for one | tional projects. The money voted was 
am opposed to SFanng further money | intended for the relief of the congestion 
to this Board. Regarding the constitution | in these districts, and only £1,500 has, in 
of the Board the Secretary for Scotland has | three years, been spent for that purpose. 
plenty of work to do besides, and he can- | 7 hope the Government will withdraw 


not give attention to minute details, and | ;h_ Vote in order that we may have the 


the other official members of the Board 'facts before us before we are asked to 
are exactly in the same position. The | vote this money. It is three years now 
Chairman of the Crofters’ Commission is | singe the Board was constituted, and I 
also sheriff of his county, and you cannot | qo not think we ought to vote another 
expect him to do more work. It is| *. 


. sti ,R _ 
physically impossible. Indeed, it is | =i Dornan to re 
wonderful how he can do the work he | piel 2 eee 
has to do. The same thing applies to 
the other official members, and practically Motion made, and’ Question proposed, 
we have a board composed of officials | “That the Chairman do report progress ; 
whose own work would occupy all | and ask leave to sit again.”—(Dr. Clark.) 
their time. As to the case of Strath- 
haver, itisa bad scheme and can never be 
carried out. It is quite true that meet-| *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
ings have been held and that petitions | hon Member for Caithness and the hon. 
have been forwarded by parish ministers | Member for Wick ‘know very well that 


I think the phraseology of my hon. friend 
ismild compared with the language used 
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the Report cannot be completed in the 
ordinary course till the end of May. 


*Dr. CLARK: I was in the House at 
the time, and heard the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman say that the Report 
would be in the hands of Members in 


April. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: The hon. 
Member has not been much in the House 
lately. The Report will be brought out 
at the usual time. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN: I donot think the 
Lord Advocate really appreciates the 


grounds on which we ask that this Vote 
should be postponed. I believe the 
speech which the Lord Advocate delivered 
an hour ago to be perfectly unexampled 
in the House of Commons. We are asked 
to pass Votes for a particular body with- 
out having the Report concerning that 
body in our possession. The Lord 
Advocate, in a speech occupying forty 
minutes, read extracts from a Report 


{COMMONS} 





which we have not got, and then he com- 
plains of our ignorance. But he went 
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further and told us that the Congested 
Districts Board in their Report blamed 
certain Members of the House, because 
some Bill of the Government did not 
pass last year. I say such a remark 
ought not to have been made. It js 
not treating the House of Commons, 
the represent utive body of the nation, 
with proper respect to ask them 

to vote this £20,000, when they 
have no Report of the proceedings of 
this Board before us, on which we can 
say “ Yea” or “ Nay” in a matter of con- 
fidence in them. ‘The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is always talking of economy 
and protecting the public purse. Precious 
economy this, which does not allow us to 
know how this money is to be spent, and 
permits the representative of the Govern- 
ment to get up and read extracts froma 
Report which is not in our possession, and 
accuse us of ignorance of that which we 
ean absolutely know nothing ! 


Question put. 


:—Ayes, 55; 
. 129.) 


The Committee divided 
noes, 102. (Division List No 


AYES. 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
res, a 

Caldwell, « 
Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- | Kilbride, Denis 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Colville, Join 
Commins, Andrew 
Crombie, John William | M‘Crae, George 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duckworth, James 


| Healy, Timothy 


Evans, Samuel T.(Giamorgan) | O’Connor, T. P. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Ferguson, R. C. fase (hah) | 


| Haldane, Richard Burdon 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. 


| Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
James Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hum phreys- Owen, Arthur C. 


| Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
| Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Ghee, Richard 

Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 

Nussey, Thomas Willans | 

Dunn, Sir William O’Brien, Patrick raeonme | TELLERS FOR THE 
) 


a mtion Sir W Bt D. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Robson, William Snowdon 


Seale- Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
M. (N. Louth) | Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 


| Salliven, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 

W: ilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H.( Middlesbrough) 


AYES— 
Mr. Buchanan and Captain 


Liverpoo 
Sinclair. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford | Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


NOES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alex. 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
| Blundell, Colonel Hen 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds | Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Campbell J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) 





H 
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Chamberlain,J.Austen(Were. | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, tt. Hn.G. J. (St. Geo’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


{18 May 1900} 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Liewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swnsea 


| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
fn] \ L 


Lonsdale, Join Brownlee 


' Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinbargh, W.! 
Maleolm, fan 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, RtHnA.Grabam( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 





| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


Plunkett, Rt. Hn. Horace C. 





} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


, Middleinore, Jn. Throzmorton | 
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Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Kioyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russel!,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew 
Sidebottom, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Strutt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHnJS.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Sir C. G. E (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruee C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, -). Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrlie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 





Hamilton, ht. Hon. LordGeorge | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hu. RobertWim. | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward TELLERS FOR. THE NoErs— 
Heder, Augustus | Remnant, James Farqubarson | Sir William Walrond and 
Hobhouse, Henry | Renshaw, Charles Bine Mr. Anstruther. 
Howell, William Tudor | Ritchie, tt. tin.Chas. Thomson 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil | Robinson, Brooke 

Question again proposed, “That Item | careful the representatives of Ireland 


E be redueed by £10,’ 


CarTAIn SINCLAIR: I beg to move 
the reduction of the Vote by £100. Any- 
thing more likely to bring discussions in 
Committee of Supply into absolute dis- 
credit [ cannot imagine than the circum- 
stances related by hon. Members who 
were in the House immediately before the 
last division. We are called here to dis- 
cuss not only this particular matter, but 
everything which concerns Scotch ad- 
ministration, aud yet we are not provided 
with the necessary Reports, facts, and 
figures bearing on the questions at issue. 
For that reason alone [ press on the 
Government the desirability, even now, of 
postponing the final voting of this 
money at this period of the session. 


The right hon. and learned Gentleman is | 


well aware that the responsibility of 
bringing on this Vote to-night does not 
lie with any Member on this side of the 
House, and we may fairly fail in support 
of his action. I should like to know 
what would be the feeling in England if 
English Members were called upon to dis- 
cuss the Education Vote or the Board of 
Trade Vote without the Reports of those 
Departments being placed before them ; 
and I need hardly remind the House how 





ion Seottish 


| ing. 





would be to safeguard on such an ocea- 
their constituents. 
cordially support the contention 
[think it is dero- 
gatory to those who are not supporters ot 
the Government, and to the House itself, 


and is likely to undermine proper and 


sion the interests of 
| mose 


raised on this point. 


careful vigilance over public expenditure. 


The pointlessness of the discussion is due 
to the fact that we have not got the figures 
and and this has been 
characteristic of more than one discussion 

affairs. As a great favour 
we have given a day to discuss the Scotch 
Estimates, but the evening is frittered 


tacts before us; 


|away, and no advance made, because we 


have nov in our possession the Reports of 
the Departments for which we are called 
upon to vote money. I maintain that 
the manner in which that money has been 
spent has been demoralising and pauperis- 
The Lord Advocate spoke of the 
necessity of making experiments, and 
said we had got some help from Ireland 
in regard to seed potatoes. It is pleasing 
to look to Ireland and see how agricul- 
tural development has progressed there ; 
but no similar development has been in- 
troduced into Scotland. Nothing is, to 
me, more to be regretted than that we do 
not cultivate our own resources ; and the 





671 Adjournment of 
Scotch Office, not content with doing 
nothing, endeavours to withdraw its 
operations from the control of the British 
Parliament, and from the pressure of 
public opinion. There is no doubt what- 
ever that there is room for a wise policy 
in regard to Scottish administration, and 
[ protest against the idea that you are 
dealing fairly with the remote parts of 
the country, which are not so fully or so 
constantly represented in the House as 
the Metropolis and other parts of the 
kingdom, by throwing at them a lump 
sum of money. I can see nothing more 
demoralising to any part of the country 
than to have a lump sum of money put 
aside every year by Parliament for which 
no useful purpose is to be found. The 


{COMMONS} 





Lord Advocate has admitted himself to- | 


night that a great deal is to be regretted 
in the condition of the north of Scotland 
on account of the lack of communication 
with markets. The people there are 
struggling with great difficulties, and 
have not the same chance in the race 
of life as those down here. I am not 
blaming the Lord Advocate for voting 
money which these Departments do not 
know what to do with. I do not suppose 
that of the £80,000 voted to the Con- 
gested Districts Board they have spent 
£5,000; and Iam certain that the day 
will come when it will be generally 
realised that we ought to have some 


more vigorous policy in Scottish ad- 
ministration than we now possess. The 


real evil is the lack of time and attention 
of Parliament to Scottish affairs. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: My 
right hon. friend the Leader of the House 
has always shown anxiety to meet the 
convenience of all sections of the House 
in regard to these discussions on the 
Estimates. Nocommunication was made, 
directly or indirectly, to me objecting to 
this Vote being taken to-night on the 
ground that the Reports of the different 
Boards had not been issued. Hon. 
Members know that early in the week I 
communicated with the Leader of the 


Opposition, and intimated ¢> ai.a tnat if 





' been relieved. 
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he would be kind enough to discover if 
the Scottish Members desired to discuss 
any particular Vote, we would endeavour 
to meet their wishes. It was never gug- 
gested that the Vote for the Congested 
Districts Board should not be taken to- 
night. It was only after four hours 
discussion that the hon. Member for Caith- 
ness-shire moved that we should report 
progress. Under these circumstances | 
do not think it would be justifiable to re- 
port progress, and I think that the Vote 
might now be taken. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —RELIEF OF 
MAFEKING. 


On the Motion for Adjournment, 


Mr. HEDDERWICK : I would like to 
ask the Leader of the House if he has 
any news to communicate to the House 
with reference to the relief of Mafeking. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; the 
only news I have received is through the 
courtesy of the press, and it consists of 
Reuter telegrams which profess to give 
official information through Lorenzo 
Marques to the effect that Mafeking has 
We have no official in- 
formation to that effect at the War Office, 
nor could we have it so soon as it would 
arrive by other channels of information, 
and therefore the fact that we have not 
got it neither proves nor disproves the 
truth of the information. Therefore I 
think it would be premature to make any 
announcement ; but we hope and trust 
and have good reason to think it may be 
true. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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q S. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
BOURE VE LORD POWERS) BILL. 


] 
| 
Monday, 21st May, 1900. | Report of Her Majesty’s Attorney 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





General received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
BILL [H.L. ]. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | Read 2¢. 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates) ,ynon «MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 
from the Examiners that the furtherStand- | Be ARLES aay [HL 


i licable to the followin 
seagate <gamerdigs 8 MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE, AND DAL 


Bills have been complied with :— MELLINGTON RAILWAYS (ABAN™ 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) | DONMENT) BEAL {H-14}. 

[H.L. ]. | MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) | [H.L.]. 

[H.L.]. SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) | [H.L.]. 

[H.L. }. | Fae Sal aoe : Bee 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | —— ome Sg RAILWAY 
oh AY eee Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Vale of Rheidol Light Railway. | Commons. 


Woodbridge District Water. | 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


| Also the Certificate that no further | ORDERS (No.2) BILL. 

Standing Orders are applicable to the Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
following Bill :— | passed. 
Local Government Provisional Orders | 
(No. 2). EDUCATIONAL BOARD PROVISIONAL 
The same were ordered to lie on the pei ee eel ge Bo a OMTROES. 
Table. ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. 

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. Amendments reported (according to 


Report from, That the Standing Orders Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ought to be dispensed with, and leave, |... Jao Sk : ape 7 
given to the Committee on the Bill to in- 2UDICIAL Wiles we AND 
ee ener preven: _, Part IL. Civil Judicial Statistics : 

That the Standing Orders not complied | gtatistics relating to the Judicial Oom- 
with in respect of the Petitions for the | mittee of the Privy Council, the House 
following Bills : | of Lords, the Supreme Courtof Judicature, 

Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, | County Courts, and other Civil Courts ; 

Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway, edited by John Macdonell, Esq., C.B., 
LL.D 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [H... ] 


oght to be dispensed with, and leave | 
given to introduce the Bills. 


That the Standing Orders not complied een } 
with in respect of the Petition for the No. 2426. Paraguay. 
. : | No. 2427. Portugal (Beira). 
Cumberland County Council (Bridges)| No, 2428. Turkey (Bussorah). 
Bill | No. 2429. China (Ichang). 
ep ne eet ee | Presented (by Command), and ordered 
Read, and agreed to. | to lie on the Table. 
VOL. LXXXIIL. [Fourrn Series] | 2C 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
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POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, | 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Reports of Her Majesty’s Inspectors of 
Constabulary for the year ended 29th 

September, 1899. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN- 
STRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899. 
Rules made under Section 


Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


RATEABLE PROPERTY (IRELAND). 

Return respecting; laid before the 
House pursuant to Order of Thursday last, 
and to be printed. (No. 24.) 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.1.1. 
Petition for amendment of; of the 
School Board of the Burgh of Perth ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY BILL [#.1.]. 

Petition for amendment of; of the 
Guardians of the Poor of the Wandsworth 
and Clapham Union; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


LUNACY REGULATION (IRELAND) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

A Bill to amend the law relating to 
lunatics in Ireland—was presented by the 
Lord Ashbourne ; read 1¢ ; to be printed ; 
and to be read 2¢ on Friday next. 
(No. 90.) 


IMITATION OF COUNTY COURT 
PROCESS BILL [H.z.]. 

A Bill to amend the law with regard to 
the imitation of county court process— 
was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; 
read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 91.) 


AFRICAN WAR—RELIEF 
MAFEKING. 

THe SECRETARY 

WAR (The Marquess of LANspowne) : 


SOUTH OF 


{LORDS} 


3 of the, 
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from Lord Roberts the confirmation of 
the report that Mafeking has been 
relieved, but the Colonial Office has 
received a telegram from Sir Alfred 
Milner repeating a telegram received from 
General Barton from a_ place called 
Taungs, announcing officially that the 
relief of Mafeking was accomplished on 
the 17th. But we have received from 
Lord Roberts an interesting telegram 


| giving an account of the events which 


or STATE For! 


My Lords, I have to state to the House | 
that the War Office has not yet received (Lord BaLrour of Burweicn): My 


immediately preceded the relief of Mafe- 
king, and which I think will appear to 
your Lordships to illustrate in » remark- 
able manner the splendid audacity of the 
relieving column, and the determination 
and courage shown by the besieged force 
even during the last hours of the siege. 
The telegram runs thus :— 


“ Kroonstad, May 21, 8.25 a.m. 

“Mahon reports having joined Plumer at 
Jammassibi on May 15. 

‘* He was followed by the Boer commando 
from Maritsani Siding, and turned westward 
to avoid it. On 13th he was attacked in thiek 
bush, losing five killed, two missing, twenty- 
fuur wounded, including Major Mullens, [m- 
yerial Light Horse, dangerously; Captain 
Maxwell, Kimberley Mounted Corps, severely ; 
Mr. Hands, Daily Mas correspondent, danger- 
ously. 

“The Boers lost more than Mahon in killed 
and wounded. 

* Another report has been received from 
Baden-Powell, date May 13, giving the im- 
portant news that before dawn on 13th storm- 
ing party 250 strong, personally led by Eloff, 
rushed the pickets and got into stadt and 
Protectorate Camp from westward along 
Molopo valley, strong musketry demonstra- 
tion being made at same time along eastern 
front of our position. 

“The western posts closed in and stopped 
Boer supports followins up, thus cutting off 
Ejoft’s retreat, while town defences stopped 
his further advance. 

“His force got divided in darkness, and 
strong party was pushed in between it, com- 
pletely surrounding it. ; 

“Fighting went on all day. Soon after 
nighfall two parties surrendered, and the other 
was driven out of the stadt under heavy fire. 

“Ten dead and nineteen wounded of the 
enemy were left behind and 108 prisoners 
taken, including Eloff and nine officers. 
Seventeen Frenchmen and many (rermans are 
among the prisoners. 

“ Our losses were six men killed ; wounded, 
Captain Singleton, slightly; Lieutenant 
Bridges, slightly ; and about nine men.” 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(Committee. ) 
Orders for Committee read. 


*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
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on of Mf fords, in moving that the House go into/ than a penny in the £, and therefore 
been Hf Committee on this Bill, I propose to make | I have no hesitation in proposing that the 
has avery short statement in regard to two! House should accept the limit when we 
pe of the principal points which were dis-| reach that clause in the Bill. But, after 
from cussed on the Second Reading, and which | all, the final decision on the rating provi- 
called are the subject of Amendments to the sions will not rest with this House. I 
; the Hpi, I believe that by doing so I shall hope that under the circumstances the 
« On save the time of the House and show’ power to nominate a small portion of the 
Baus, noble Lords who have Amendments on | local higher education committee will 
which the Paper the points on which it wiil be | not be objected to. I propose, at any 
Mafo. fy wecessary to shorten or lengthen their | rate for the present, to ask the House to 
arguments. The two main points which retain that power, and to leave the final 
a r have been discussed were in connection | decision on the rating provision to the 
re with the power taken to rate for other House. I hope this explanation 
aie higher education and in regard to the will allay some of the apprehensions that 
force fy constitution of the proposed local higher | seem to have been aroused. 
pen aducation committees. As regards the 
8° Grating I think I may say that very Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am very 
extravagant and quite undue apprehen- glad to accept the concessions made by 
a.m. sions have been raised in some quarters the noble Lord with regard to the rating 
ner at @§ on the supposition that a very large sum clauses, although they do not entirely 
‘ will be required under this head. I find, concur with the Amendments standing in 
Seiad ifI may trust to communications and my name on the Paper; but I regret that. 
nthiek j aguments which have reached me, that the noble Lord has not seen his way at 
wenty- [comparatively few persons object | once to adopt sonte change in the consti- 
ns, Im- B altogether to the power of rating con-/ tution of the local committees. I am 
ar: tained in the Bill. No doubt some do, afraid that on that point I shall be 
langer- jg but I believe them to be a small minority. | obliged to take the opinion of the House. 
Qn the other hand, objection to the The Amendments which appear in the 
killed @f rating provisions as they now appear in| name of Lord Ribblesdale really represent 
l from @ te Bill is to a considerable extent the views of the Corporation of the City 
he im- § *tengthened by the fact that there are of Edinburgh. The town clerk sent the 
storm- J tobe on the local higher education com-| Amendments to me and begged that I 
y Eloi, @ mittees some persons nominated by the| would put them on the Paper, for the 


ge Department, and who are not, therefore, | information of the noble Lord — the 
ionstra.  'epresentative of the ratepayers. I pro-| Secretary for Scotland and of your Lord- 


eastern (pose, partly by Amendments in my own | ships’ House. As they do not at all run 
tame, and partly by the acceptance of | on the same linesas my own Amendments. 


. 1 . 
‘vert qimendments proposed by other noble I could not put them down in my own 
ms lords, to make this change in the rating name, but I thought it was due to so 


stopped . : . 
provisions of the Bill—namely, to leave | important a body that their Amendments 


, and @ Bitentirely optional to the local authority should appear on the Paper, although 
t, com ftom whom the money is required to get they were not going to be moved. I 
that money either by a rate or by draw- | therefore asked Lord kibblesdale to allow 


n after @! | 
he other # lgupon the fund known as the Equivalent | me to put them down in his name. 
ry a brant. That, I believe, will take away | 
ne : : ¥ . . / . 
- igreat deal of the objection to the pro-| House in Committee (according to 
risoners 5 


sions of the Bill as they now stand. I | Order). 


officer. @> 
ans are Uther propose to accept the limitation 
J uuggested by the noble Lord on the front | Clause 1 :— 
— kench opposite that the rate shall in no | 
” fase exceed one penny in the £. As Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The first 


said on the Second Reading, that limita- | Amendment to the clause standing in my 
ion is not one on which I should be | name is only a small one, but it refers to 
aclined to rely. J depend much more on | the date on which the various funds which 
the other financial provisions of the Bill ;| are brought into account in Clause 1 are 
nt I may be asked, if my belief that a | impounded under the Bill. The first 
emny in the £ will not be required is | fund—namely, so much of the residue 
bona fide one, why not accept the limit ?} mentioned in Section 2, Sub-section 3 

believe the rate will be much less{of the Local Taxation (Customs and 


2C2 








679 Edweation 
Excise) Act, 1890, as is directed to be 
distributed by the Secretary for Scot- 
land—is taken as from the lst day of 
April of the present year. The other 
two funds—the Technical Education 
money and the Local Taxation <Ac- 
count, 1898, money—are taken as from 
the first day of April, 1901. I propose 
that the Residue Grant Fund should also 
be taken as from April of next year. 
And for this reason. The various local 
authorities in Scotland have already made 


arrangements for the distribution of this | 


fund in their respective districts during 
the coming year, and I think it would be 
very inconvenient that the money should 
be taken, as proposed in the Bill, in a 
retrospective way. 
that the same date shall apply to the 


Residue Grant Fund as applies to the other | 
‘but I think that the various districts 


funds. 


Moved— 


“Tn page 1, line 9, after ‘ hundred’ to insert 
‘and one,’ and to leave out lines 16, 17, and 
18.”—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The noble Lord is under a misapprehen- 
sion in this matter. The Residue Grant 
cannot be ascertained till the conclusion 
of the financial year, and the first pay- 
ment of it which we propose to take is 


{LORDS} 


Therefore, I move, 


that which will be available next year. | 


Each fund will be taken at the same time 
—namely, from the conclusion of the next 
financial year, 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Then why 
insert a different date ? 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
It is not a different date, except that the 
Residue Grant is always paid a vear in 
arrear, and the fund which is now about 
to be distributed is last year’s fund. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I withdraw 


my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The 
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share of these funds than the local authori- 
ties receive under existing arrangements, 
All these funds are funds which have 
been applied at various times for the 
relief and in aid of local taxation, as your 
Lordships will see if you look at the titles 
of the Acts dealt with. You get the 
Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) 
Act, 1890, as the Act covering the fund ; 
and in the next sub-section you get the 
Education and Local Taxation Account 
(Scotland) Act, i892; and, in the next, 
the Local Taxation Account (Scotland) 
Act, 1898. I contend that the ratepapers 
of the various districts are entitled to 
share in the funds given for the relief of 
local taxation in an equal manner. [| 
thoroughly approve of these funds being 
impounded and devoted to the purposes 
of secondary and technical education, 


should share equally in them. I know it 
be may said that the requirements of dis- 
tricts vary, and that what we ought to 
do would be to give the largest amount to 
thosedistricts where the need for secondary 
and technical education 13 most felt, and 
where the localities wili do more to 
help themselves. But I think what we 
want to arrive at is a mean standard of 
secondary education in all the districts of 
Scotland. I do not think the noble Lord 
opposite would say that if these funds 
were divided, as I propose, equally, the 
amount received \by any particular dis- 
trict would be too great for the purpose 
of encouraging technical education in that 
particular district. This proviso would 
not interfere in the least with the 
administration of the Higher Education 
(Scotland) Fund, but I am afraid that 
without the proviso the great centres of 
population, where already there is con- 
siderable provision for secondary educa- 
tion, will get a still larger share of the 
money. Our contention is that the rural 


,and Highland districts get too small a 


_share now, although it is the less populous 


districts that require the most to be en- 
couraged in the matter of secondary 
education. Therefore I hope my noble 
friend will see his way to accept this 
proviso, which, as I have said, is not 
intended to interfere with his method of 
distribution, but only to lay down the 


principle that the various contributions 
next | 
Amendment standing in my name is a 
proviso to secure for the various local | 


under the heads he proposes in the Bill 
shall be at least as large as the various 
districts would have received under the 


higher education committees no less aj Acts as they at present stand. 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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Moved— 


“In page 1, line 30, after ‘Act’ to insert 
‘provided always that the total amounts 
to the local higher education committees from 





the sources in this section enumerated shall | 


not be less than the county councils, town 
councils, and police commissioners in Scotland 
would have within the districts of the several 
committees, prior to the passing of this Act, 
received from such sources.’”—(Lord Tweed- 
mouth). 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
am sorry to say that I am entirely unable 
toaccept the Amendment. It would aiter 
the whole character of the Bill, and would 
preserve the system, which is universally 
condemned, of distributing these sums of 
money in very small payments, which in 
many cases have nullified altogether the 
good effect which might otherwise have 
been produced by them. The proposal 
in the proviso is rather like saying ‘‘ You 
must fill a quart pot out of a pint pot,” 
because there would not be enough money 
togoround. I thought that probably it 
would have been more convenient to have 
i the question when we came to the 
substantial Amendments on Clauses 7 and 
8; but as the noble Lord has gone into 
the merits of the proviso I think I had 
better give the answer, which I think will 
be a conclusive one, now. The whole 
point of this Bill is to do away with the 
present method of distribution according 
to population, and to distribute the funds 


according to educational needs and 
requirements. The Amendment, if it 


were accepted, would provide that each 
committee should receive a certain sum 
irrespective of its necessities. Some, I 
think, would certainly receive more than 
could be usefully expended in their dis- 
trict, and there would be in that way an 
obvious invitation to the committee to 
spend up to what it had given to it, 
and not to what it really required. 
Moreover, this proviso would give a 
direction to the Department which it 
would be impossible to carry out, betause, 
owing to certain preferential charges, 
there will not be quite the same sum in 
the future for each district as in the 
past. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I agree that 
my object would be achieved by my 
Amendments on a later clause ; but my | 
view was that even if the noble Lord was | 
hot willing to accept my method of dis- | 
tribution, still he might so frame his, 
practice of distribution as to secure to the | 


{21 May 1900} 


aid | 
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various localities their fair share of this 
fund. You are taking old funds which 
have already by Act of Parliament been 
given to the localities and proposing to 
distribute them in entirely new propor- 
tions. I do not think that is fair to the 
ratepayers of the different localities. I 
agree with the noble Lord the Secretary 
for Scotland that the principle on which 
this proviso is framed would be more 
properly argued on my later Amendments. 
I shall not, therefore, trouble the House 
by dividing on this Amendment, though 
I shall be compelled to take the opinion 
of your Lordship later on with regard to 
my Amendments to Clauses 7 and 8. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
This clause deals with the appointment 
of local higher education committees, 
and my Amendment is almost a verbal 
one. If it is accepted there will be 
three elements in the constitution of 
the committees who will have to be repre- 
sented—namely, the municipal element, 
the school board element—the effect of 
my Amendment is to extend representa- 
tion to all school boards—and the mana- 
gers of other schools. Those three 
elements will be represented compul- 
sorily, and there will be an optionai 
power given to the Department to 
nominate certain representatives. I am 
hopeful, after the explanation I have 
given, that this Amendment will be agreed 
to; but if it does not go as far as noble 
Lords opposite think necessary, I shall be 
glad to answer what they say. 


Moved— 


“Tn page 2, line 18, to leave out ‘and,’ and 
leave out from ‘ boards’ to ‘recognised’ in line 
19, and insert ‘and the governing bodies of 
schools which are not under the management 
of school boards, but which are.’”—(Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) 


THe Eart or ELGIN: I think a 
good deal of the misapprehension with 
regard to this clause originates from the 
fact that we know so little of what the 
real working out of the new committees 
will be. It depends on schemes which 
are to be framed by the Department, and 
the Bill itself does not show very clearly 
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{LORDS} 
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what the result of the application of the | fact that on the county councils ag at 


clause to the scheme will be. For 
instance, the school boards are, I think, 
under the apprehension that the repre- 
sentatives of the other schools and the 
nominees of the Department will absorb so 
large a proportion of the new committees 
that they themselves will not get full 
representation. The words which I have 
suggested should be added were only 
designed to make it clear that all the 
school boards in the district should have 
an opportunity of what I may all 
exercising the franchise and of sending 
representatives to the committee. But, 
with regard to the representatives of 
other schools not managed by school 
boards, I still think that, though the noble 
Lord has been good enough to accept 
certain words suggested by me in sub- 
stitution for those in the Bill, it would be 
better if the words I propose were 
inserted lower down. I think that from 
an administrative point of view it is 
extremely desirable that there should be 
on the committees representatives of the 
governing bodies of these schools. If 
your Lordships will look at the powers to 
be exercised by the committees (Sub- 


section 3, Clause 5) you will find that | 


they enter very deeply into the whole 
system of the management of these schools. 
For instance, the committees have power 
to discuss the fees payable in those 
schools. I think anyone who has had to 
deal with local government will agree 
with me that in these matters there will 
be much less friction and waste of time if 
repesentatives of the governing bodies of 


these schools are allowed to sit on the! 


committee than will be the case if the 
whole of the business is to be gone through 
by the committee without the informa- 
tion desirable from the representatives of 


those schools, and then formally communi- | 
cated by the clerk to the committee to | 


the clerk to the governors of the school. 


I am with the noble Lord in desiring that | 


the governing bodies of these schools 
should have representation on the com- 
mittees for all administrative purposes. 
It seems to me that the only real solid 
objection to their being on the committees 
at all is that they do not come from 
bodies elected by the ratepayers, and 
therefore ought not to sit and vote on 
questions of rating. We havea precedent 


for the particular arrangement which, in | 
| mittees. 
‘expenditure of money, I think it will be 


ai Amendment standing in my name, I 
have suggested in that connection in the 


The Earl of Elgin. 


present constituted we have burgh repre- 
sentatives who can only vote upon subjects 
for which the bodies they represent are 
financially responsible. I do not set that 
up as the best form of local government, 
but it is a form which has been adopted 
by Parliament, and I do not know that 
any very serious difficulty has arisen from 
it. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am in 
rather a difficulty with regard to the 
Amendment of the noble Lord the 
Secretary for Scotland, which, if it 
becomes part of the Bill, will, I am 
afraid, cut out my Amendment. My ob- 
ject is to take the opinion of the House 
as to whether the representatives of 
Voluntary schools and the nominees of the 
Department should be allowed at all to 
sit on the local higher education com- 
mittees, which are practically rating 
authorities. I do not think it right that 
the managers of Voluntary and denomina- 
tional schools should be represented ona 
rating authority, nor do I think it right 
that nominees of the Department should 
sitonsuch a body. But if the noble Lord 
the Secretary for Scotland accepts my 
noble friend Lord Elgin’s Amendment— 
which lays down that the representatives 
of Voluntary schools and the nominees of 
the Department shall not take any part in 
the financial business of the committee, but 
simply devote their attention to the 
educational side of the work—then my ob- 
jections are to a large extent met, and | 
should not require to raise the question 
later on. But I hope I may be allowed, 
even if the noble Lord in charge of the 
Bill carries his Amendment, to raise the 
question on the clause after it has been 
amended in the direction proposed. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
I should be very sorry to prevent the 
noble Lord raising any question he 
wishes. I am afraid the solution pro- 
posed by the noble Earl (Lord Elgin) will 
not meet the case. It will not go as far 
as the noble Lord opposite (Lord Tweed- 
mouth) desires, because, while the noble 
Earl proposes that these members shall 
not have a right to vote on any question 
for the imposition of the rate, the noble 


| Lord opposite says they should not take 


part in the financial business of the com- 
If these gentlemen support the 
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a very barren satisfaction to the rate- 
payers to know that they were not 
present at the time the actual 
demand for its payment was made 
upon them. ‘The noble Earl proposes, as 
a compromise, that these gentlemen 
should vote on some occasions and not on 
others. That, if I may venture to say so, 
isa sort of “in and out” scheme which 
will not be a successful solution of the 
difficulty. On the contrary, I think that 








will create a great deal of confusion in | 


the business of the 
education committees. 


local higher 
I do not think 


the precedent which the noble Lord | 


cited, in the existing Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, is at all a happy one, 
because a great deal of disorder has been 
caused by it. 
our minds either to have the representa- 
tives of endowed schools and those not 
under public management on the com- 
mittees or not. 
ought to be there, and, if local authorities 
have the option of finding the money 


from the Equivalent Grant instead of | 


making a rate, I do not think any breach 
of first principles will be caused. I hope 
the House will accept my Amendment. 


THE Earn oF CAMPERDOWN: I 
am a little confused as to what we are at 
present discussing. The question which 
is raised in Lord Balfour’s Amendment 
has reference to the schools which are to 


{21 May 1900} 


I think we must make up| 


My own view is that they | 
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| is not recognised as giving an efficient 
| higher education. 

| Tue Eart or ELGIN: But there can 
| be a school giving higher education which 
| 1s not admitted to the benefits of the Act. 
| Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The first part 
| of the noble Lord’s Amendment is practi- 
|cally the same as mine. I therefore 
| propose to assent to the omission of the 
_words proposed to be deleted by the 
noble Lord, but I shall divide the House 
against the insertion of the words ‘and 
of the governing bodies of schools which 
are not under the management of school 
boards.” I think that raises very clearly 
the issue between us. My point is, I do 
not think the managers of Voluntary 
schools should have a say either in the 
administration or the raising of public 


} 


funds. The same objection holds good 
with regard to the nominees of the 
Department. 


Lorp HERRIES: All denominational 
schools are Voluntary schools, and the 
proposal of Lord Tweedmouth would 
altogether cut out representation on the 
| part of denominational schools. I think 
it is very desirable that there should be 
some representatives of denominational 
schools on these committees, and I hope 
the Government will adhere to the clause 
| as it stands. 


be represented. Lord Elgin’s Amendment | 


raises not only that, but also the question 
as to the occasions on which the persons 
who are to represent these bodies are to 
be entitled to vote. 
ing that it would be a much more simple 


mode of procedure if we were first to | 


vote upon Lord Balfour’s Amendment 


giving representation to the governing | 
bodies of schools not under the manage- | 
ment of school boards, but which are | 
recognised as giving efficient higher educa- | 
tion. Personally, I rather prefer Lord | 


I cannot help think- | 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : I do not 
rise to express any opinion on a purely 
Scottish matter which I do not profess to 
understand. But I do understand the 
principle which it is proposed to introduce, 
and I shall vote with my noble friend 
Lord Tweedmouth against it. Iam afraid 
lest a principle which would be extremely 
objectionable in England should be intro- 
duced in Scotland, and then regarded asa 
precedent in dealing with secondary 
education in England. 


Hgin’s proposal so far as I understand it. | 


He proposes that there shall be added to 


the committees “representatives of the | 
governing bodies of schools which are not | 


under the management of school boards, 
i: seongy are admitted to the benefits of 
the Act.” 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
Although the words are different, the 
effect is the same. No school can be 
admitted to the benefits of the Act which 





*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The term “denominational” schools has 
been used, but these schools are not de- 
| nominational in the same sense as the 
_word is applied to schools south of the 
| Tweed. What are intended to be brought 
|in by this Amendment are schools which 
| are partly endowed and which are really 
|doing a very large share at present of 
| the higher education work in Scotland. 
| I hope the House will not be led away 
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by an analogy which is only in part, and in 
a very small part, true. 


On Question, Amendment to leave out 
“and” in line 18, page 2, and to leave 
out from “boards” to “recognised,” 
in line 19, agreed to. 


Halsbury, E. (2. Chancellor.) | Waldegrave, E. 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) | 
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THE Ear or ELGIN : I beg to move 
an Amendment to provide that the persons 
to be nominated to the committees shall 
be appointed by the Local Higher Educa- 
tion Committee and not by the Depart- 
ment, and that such additional members 
shall not have a right to vote on any 
question for the imposition of the rate 
authorised in Section 9 of the Act. We 
have already discussed the latter part of 
this Amendment, but I should like to say 


the Department. Therefore I think that 
‘the Department might very usefully be 
given the power to nominate additional 
members conversant with educational re- 
quirements to serve on the committee. 
But I do not quite see why the noble 
Lord should insist that the nomination 
should take place by the Department. 
I think that if there is anything 
in my argument that the nominated 
members would be welcomed and be of 





a word or two with reference to the omis- 
sion of the word “Department.” Per- 
sonally Ido not feel much objection to 
the nomination of these additional mem- 
bers of the committee remaining in the 
hands of the Department. I feel certain 
they would exercise discretion, and that 
in time the nomination would be accept- 
able to the committees. I am encouraged 
to think so because I know that on the 
present secondary education committees 
no member is more valued—in our 
eounty, at any rate—than the inspector of 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


use on the committees, the committees 
themselves might be trusted to see that 
proper persons are nominated. The 
| advantage of that course is this, that if 
there is—and I am afraid there is, at any 
rate at present—a prejudice against the 
nomination by the Department, that 
prejudice would disappear if the members 
were nominated by the committees them- 
selves. So far as I appreciate the work 
_ whichis tofall on the members of these local 
| higher education committees, I think they 
‘will be greatly assisted by members of 
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this kind sitting with them and guiding 
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them on certain points. 


option I cannot help thinking that he 
would secure the object aimed at, whereas 
if the clause stands as it is, and the 
nomination remains in the hands of the 
Department there will be still further 
efforts to cut them out of the Bill 
altogether. 


Amendment moved— 


“In line 22, after the first ‘the’ to leave 
out ‘Department’ and insert ‘local higher 
Education Committee, but such additional 
members shall not have a right to vote on any 
question for the imposition of the rate 
authorised in Section 9 of this Act.”— 
(Lhe Earl of Elgin.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
think one consideration has escaped the 
notice of the noble Earl. I do not desire 
specially that the Department should 
have the nomination of these members ; 
but I do not think it would meet any- 
body’s view if they were to be co-opted 
by the committee. The municipal ele- 
ment is to be at least one half, and if. it | 
were to be merely a question of co-option 
the municipal representatives mightsimply 
use their power to add more of their own 
members, which would unduly overburden 
the local higher education committee 
with representatives of one class. I think 
it quite possible, as the noble Earl says, 
that these nominated representatives 
have but a precarious existence. If the 
rating power remains I think the case 
against them is stronger than if the rating 
clause is struck out ; but I would rather 
see them go together than have them 
co-opted, as I think such a course would 
cause a large amount of mistrust. 


On Question, Amendment negatived. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: Before 
the clause is put to the House I should 
like to ask a question with regard to the 
last paragraph, which runs as follows— 

“Provided also that all sehemes of the 


Department framed under this section shall 
be laid before Parliament.” 


Does that mean simply that the schemes 
will be laid on the Table, or does it carry 
with it the further right of either House 
to object by Address ? 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
understand that the House can always, 
object to anything that is laid before it. | 


{21 May 1900} 


If the noble 
Lord would allow them the power of co- | 


(Scotland) Bill. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 4 asreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 


THE Eart or ELGIN: This clause 
provides that a local higher education 
committee shall have the power, subject 
to the sanction of the Department, of 
determining what schools or classes within 
its districts shall be admitted to the 
benefits of this Act. I move to omit the 
words ‘subject to the sanction of the 
Department.” I cannot help thinking 
that this is one of the phrases in 
connection with this Bill which is 
liable to a great deal of misconcep- 
tion. I suppose we may presume 
that these words simply provide for an 
appeal in cases where the local higher 
education committee, in exercising the 
powers conferred upon them by the sub- 
section, create a grievance which the De- 
partment and the noble Lord think ought 
to be remedied. But they mean a good 
deal more that that, and in working they 
may prove somewhat arbitrary. It gener- 
ally happens in arrangements of this kind 
that a scheme, when agreed upon by the 
local authority, is sent up to the Scottish 
Office, where it is revised and returned ; 
but in most cases, whether it is: altered 
or not, the local authority has no informa- 
tion with regard to what takes place dur- 
ing the time it is under the consideration 
of the Scottish Office. I suppose the 
Department may under this Bill receive 
representations from one or other of the 
schools or school boards which may think 
themselves aggrieved by the decision of 
the local committee, and I suppose also 
that the Department would receive reports 
upon the subject from their inspectors. 
But we have no opportunity of stating 
our view of the case further than that we 
have adopted a scheme and sent it up for 
approval. Every Government Depart: 
ment likes to claim for itself a certain 
amount of infallibility. It naturally con- 
siders itself the best interpreter of its own 
rules, and I think it is always its 
tendency, if it grants powers, to consider 
whether some safeguard is not required 
upon the exercise of those powers, and the 
safeguard which these words impose is 
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that of preserving the fuli decision to the | 


Department itself. The noble Lord on 
the Second Reading of the Bill, admitted 
that if we gave powers to local bodies 
under the Bill we ought to give them 
powers to go wrong as well as to go 
right. I donot wish by my Amendment 
to ask for powers to enable them to go 
wrong, but I do ask that they shall be 
allowed powers to go right. It seems to 


me that if some opportunity were given | 


for an objection taken by a school or 
school board to the determination of the 
local committee to be considered by the 
local committee itself, in very many cases 
the reference to the Department would 
never have to be made. There is a good 
deal of reasonableness among local bodiesif 


you bring them face to face, and I believe , 


that, if opportunities were given for 
the consideration by the local committees 
of any objection which one of the sub- 
ordinate bodies might take to any pro- 
posal, thenoble Lord would not be troubled 


with many cases which would otherwise | 
There is this further , 


come before him. 
advantage in the arrangement which I 
suggest —namely, that if the case does go 
to the Department it will go as a full 
statement, giving not only the objection 
taken, but an explanation by the local 
committee of the way in which they view 
the objection. In moving that the words, 
“subject to the sanction of the Depart- 
ment,” be omitted, I would remind the 
House that the power which is conferred 
on the local committees by this sub-section 
is already limited, because the committees 
cannot put on their list any school or 
class which is not recognised by the 


Department as supplying efficient higher , 


education. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 3, line 15, to leave out ‘ subject to 
the sanction of the Department.’ ”--(The Earl 
of Elgin.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
am quite willing to accept the Amend- 
ment to delete the words “ subject to the 
sanction of the Department.” Our only 
object in inserting them was to secure 
that there should be a power of appeal. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart oF ELGIN: There are 


practically no dates, or very few, in the | 
Bill with reference to the procedure to | 


The Earl of Elgin. 
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be adopted. No doubt we shall be told 
that that will be dealt with in the rules 
to be framed by the Department, but I 
think it would be of great advantage to 
the local authorities to know something 


of the dates on which they are to take 


action. I therefore move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 3, line 17, after ‘ Act’ to insert 
‘and shall annually, and not later than the 


' first day of May in each year, intimate such 


determination to each school board in its dis- 
trict; and shall receive and consider any 
appeal which may on or before the thirty-first 
day of May be lodged by any such shool board; 
or, if required by the appellants, shall submit 
the case with full particulars, including any 
statement made in support of the appeal, for 
the final decision of the Department.’ ”—{ The 
Earl of Elgin.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
would prefer to accept the Amendment 
of Lord Reay, which comes at the end of 
the clause, and gives the right of appeal in 
matters arising out of this sub-section. 
The Appeal proposed by the noble Earl 
in the Amendment now before the House 
is in my opinion too limited in_ its 
character. The Amendment apparently 
would not give the managers of a school 
which was not under the school board 
any right of appeal at all. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 21, to leave out ‘ subject to 
the sanction of the Department.’ ”’—(Zhe Earl 
of Elgin.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: As 
the clause stands it appears that the 
power given to local higher education 
committees of approving or not approving 
expenditure refers simply to expenditure 
which has been incurred; and a little 
lower down the clause provides that— 

“Such approval or disapproval shall have 
effect solely for the purpose of ascertaining 
els the deticiency arising irom the 
excess of expenditure over income in the case 
of such schouls or classes.” 


The effect of my Amendment is to say 
that not only shall they inquire into a 
deficiency which has actually arisen, but 
that before any expenditure is incurred 
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higher education committee. 


Amendment moved— 


{21 May 19v0} 


an estimate shall be laid before the local 





(Scotland) Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 37, after ‘classes’ to insert 
‘and thedeficiency soascertained shall annually, 
and not later than the 15th day of June in 
each year, be reported to the Department.” — 


694 


“In page 3, line 29, after ‘incurred’ to insert (The Earl of Elgin). 


>” 


‘or proposed to be incurred under this Act. 
—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


*LorD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I | Amendment. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
have no hesitation in accepting this 
Iam afraid that some of 


am quite prepared to accept the Amend- the difficulties to which the noble Earl 
ment, although I do not think the words | referred are unavoidable, but I believe 
are necessary. I think the one follows | arrangements can be made to minimise 








from the other, but in case there should | them by making payments to account, as 


be any doubt perhaps it is better to insert | 
the words. | 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. | 
THE Eart oF ELGIN : It is not quite | 
clear in the clause whether the deficiency | 


arising from the excess of expenditure | 
over income is to be ascertained on an | 
estimate or on completed accounts. This | 
isa matter of very considerable moment, 
because if the deficiency is to be declared | 
on completed accounts I am afraid some | 
fifteen or eighteen months may elapse | 
after the beginning of the school year | 
before any deficiency can be declared, and | 
if that long intervah takes place there will | 
be considerable difficulty in providing the | 
funds. Nothing is more inconvenient or | 
more taken exception to in local govern- 
ment that when a duty is thrown upon 
an authority and no funds put. into its | 
hands adequate to pay the expenses. The | 
result is a large overdraft at the bank, | 
which has to be paid for. I would 
suggest to the noble Lord that if it is 
not possible for him to fully meet the | 
deficiences at an earlier period than ‘the | 
completion of the accounts, at any rate 
there might be some way of making a 
payment to account for bursaries and the 
like, which are not subject to so many 
vicissitudes and in connection with which 
the expenses will be constantly running 
on. There is one other smaller matter to | 
which I should like to direct the noble 
Lord’s attention—namely, to the fact that | 
the dates for the completion of the | 
accounts will vary. All school board | 
accounts are presented on 15th May ; but | 
the noble Lord will remember that the | 
Commission on which he and I sat fixed | 
31st December as the date for completing | 
the accounts for most of the endowed | 
schools. That would make the difficulty | 
all the greater. 





| 


the noble Earl suggested. I am sure the 
Department will do its best to make the 
inconveniences as few as possible. With 
regard to the other point raised by the 
noble Earl I do not think much difficulty 
will be experienced in getting the mana- 
gers of endowed schools to change the 


| date for the completion of their accounts. 


On Question, Amendment.agreed to. 


THE EARL oF CAMPERDOWN : The 


| object of the Amendment standing in my 


name is to require every school board or 
other set of managers to lodge with the 


| clerk of the higher education committee 
| an estimate of the income and also of the 


expenditure proposed to be incurred 
under the Act, and within two months 
after the expiry of the school year, to for- 
ward a statement of the income and of the 
expenditure actually incurred. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 4, line 8, after Sub-section 3 to 


| insert a new sub-section: ‘Every school board 


or other managers of schools or classes ad- 
mitted to the benefits of this Act shall, 
within a period of two months before the com- 
mencement of the school year, lodge with the 
clerk uf the higher education committee an 
estimate of the income and also of the expen- 
diture proposed to be incurred under this Act, 
and shall also, within a like period after the 


| expiry of the school year, forward a statement 


of the income and of the expenditure actually 
incurred. in such a form as may be prescribed 
by the Department.’ ”—(Zhe Earl of Camper- 


| down.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
hope the noble Earl will not persevere 
with this Amendment. I believe that 
everything he desires can be secured by 
the regulations of the higher education 
committee. The noble Earl’s proposal 
would be exceedingly troublesome in 
operation, and would not serve any useful 


| purpose. 
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Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
The Amendment which stands in my 
name has been put down to meet the 
object which Lord Reay has in view. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 23, after ‘and’ to insert ‘tor 
that purpose.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


*LorpD REAY : I should like to ask the 
noble Lord whether the suggestions are 
to be made by the local higher education 
committees to the Department or to the 
managers of the school or class admitted 
to the benefits of this Act. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The local body would make its suggestions 
to the higher education committee, and 
the latter would transmit the suggestions, 
with its remarks upon them, to the Depart- 
ment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart or ELGIN: The object 
with which I have placed this Amend- 
ment on the Paper is to secure that, when 
a local higher education committee 
resolves to have special classes for which 
they are authorised by the Bill to employ 
special teachers, they shall not be abso- 
lutely prevented from doing so ifa school 
board withholds its consent. I do not 
wish to say anything against the principle 
adopted in the Bill that all the ordinary 
classes should as a rule be supervised and 


managed by the school boards of the | 


districts in which they are held; but 
there are certain special classes which it 
would be difficult to confine within a 
school board district, and for which a 
school board could not readily supply 
suitable supervision, but which a com- 
mittee representing the whole county 


could organise and perfectly well make | 


provision for supervising. I refer parti- 
cularly to classes on agricultural subjects. 


We have had in our county for some | 
years now classes in dairying, and those | 


classes have to be organised by teachers 
who proceed from one district to another. 
They could not be conveniently restricted 
to the management of one particula 
school board district. 
larly the case with a class which is now 
being conducted, and in which actual 
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milking is taught. Your Lordships will 
readily understand that arrangements 
have to be made with farmers and the 
owners of cows, which can be better under- 
taken by the local higher education com- 
mittee than by the purely local school 
boards. Ido not think it is reasonable 
that the school boards should have a posi- 
tive veto on the establishment of such 
classes. If the local higher education 
committees assume the responsibility of 
these classes they will also, I take it, 
assume responsibility for a whole half of 
the deficiency instead of a quarter. [ 
think, therefore, that there is every safe- 
guard that the committees will not be 
guilty of any reckless extravagance if my 
Amendment is adopted. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 40, to leave out from 
‘managers’ to ‘the consent’ in line 41; in 
line 42, after ‘shall’ to insert ‘not.’”—(The 
Earl of Elgin.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
cannot consent to the deletion of these 
words, but I believe the noble Lord’s 
object would be effected if the Amend- 
ment standing next on the Paper in his 
name were accepted. That Amendment 
I am prepared to accept. I was rather 
afraid that if this proposal was carried 
into effect it might give an opening to 
economically-minded school boards to 
put their duties on to the local higher 
education committees ; but these will be, 
as I understand, central classes which 
more properly come within the purview 
of the county committee than of the 
school boards. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THe Ear or ELGIN: I do not know 
whether the noble Lord will accept my 
Amendment to Sub-section &, which intro- 
duces a,date at which the schemes for the 
provision and tenure of bursaries shall be 
put forward. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 1, after ‘shall’ to insert 
‘ smanelay and not later than the fifteenth day 
of June in each year.’ ”—(The Earl of Elgin.) 


That is particu-:' *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 


,do not think the schemes ought to be 
changed annually, and I should be very 
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sorry to see such a provision introduced | 
into the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*LorD REAY: The Amendment which 

I now move provides that the local 
higher education committees shall pre- 
pare a scheme for higher education, in- 
cluding, if they think fit, the provision of 
bursaries. I think it will smooth the 
working of the Bill if such schemes are 
made. The words “if they think fit” , 
are inserted for the purpose of meeting 
cases in which the bursaries are considered 
already sufficient. 


Moved— 

“In page 5, line 2, after ‘for’ to insert 
‘higher education, including if they think fit.’” 
—(Lord Reay.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 

am rather surprised to find this Amend- 
ment coming from the quarter whence it 
does, because I think it would largely | 
limit the power and discretion of the local | 
higher education committees. If the | 
words propesed by the noble Lord were 
inserted the whole of the actions of the | 
local higher education committee would 
be made by one stroke of the pen subject 
to the review of the Department—a very | 
much more drastic proposal than any- | 
thing I have ventured to make. I think 
the words are proposed under a mis- | 
apprehension, because the whole of this 
sub-section deals only with bursaries. 
To insert the words where they are | 
proposed by the noble Lord would 
quite unnecessarily extend the provisions , 
of the sub-section. 
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of its district and prepares a scheme of 
this kind. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The whole of the sub-sections of this clause 
are intended to give the committees 
power to make that scheme, and it is not, 
I think, necessary to insert the specific 
direction that they shall do it in this 
sub-section. I think myself that it would 
be unwise,, because it would be putting 
the local bodies too much under the 
review of the Department. If, in spite 
of any protest, this is forced upon me I 
will accept it, but [ would very much 
prefer that the Bill should stand as it is. 


THe Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : If 
the noble Lord objects to insert the words 
“higher education including,” I hope he 
will not object to insert “if they think 
fit.” The clause as it stands says posi-— 
tively that local higher education com- 
mittees shall prepare schemes for the 
provision and tenure of bursaries or 
scholarships for their district. It is easy 


/to imagine a scheme in which bursaries 


might not be included. As the clause 
stands it is peremptorily enjoined upon 
every committee to have a system of 
bursaries. Therefore I hope the noble 
Lord will agree to insert the words “it 
they think fit.” 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I hope the 
noble Lord the Secretary for Scotland 


| will feel his hand forced, and accept this 


Amendment. It is very desirable that 
the local higher education committee 
should prepare such a scheme. I attach 
the greatest importance to leaving it 
optional to the local higher education 
committee whether they shall make extra 
provision for bursaries or not, and I think 


that if the clause is left as it at present 


*Lorp REAY: I do not understand 
why the noble Lord should say he is sur- 
prised that this Amendment comes from 
m2, because I have never shared the 
fears which are expressed about the 
activity of the Department. I do not 
understand how you can have a system 
of secondary education for Scotland 
unless the Department is the co-ordina- | 
ting power. In the Secondary Education 
Report for England this is distinctly laid 
down by the Commissioners as very | 
desirable, and I cannot conceive how any 
local higher education committee can 
discharge its functions properly unless it 
makes a survey of the whole of the needs | 


stands it will be absolutely incumbent 
upon the committee to present a scheme 


| for bursaries for their district. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : In 
view of the unanimous opinion of noble 
Lords opposite, I will accept the words 
“if they think fit.” 


On Question, Amendment, as amended, 
agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 5, line 3, to leave out from ‘dis- 
trict’ to‘ A scheme’ in line 12, and to insert 
‘on such terms and conditions as they shall 
see ‘ fit.’””—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 
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*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : If | established by the authorities at present 
the noble Earl will not move the deletion | administering the funds. 
I will accept the addition of the words | 
proposed. | Amendment moved— 


| 
| “In page 5, line 15, at end of sub-secti 
THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: [| insert provided that a local higher education 
am not quite sure that I realise for the | committee shall make full provision, in accord. 
moment the whole meaning of the noble | 27° with the terms and conditions under 
Lord’ neaneel. but pe = Rae e | which they were offered for competition, for 
ord's proposal, but my object in MOving | all bursaries and scholarships established prior 
the omission of these words is to give the | to the passing of this Act by any authority 
committees full liberty to start bursaries | duly entitled to deal with any of the funds 
in any manner they think fit, If you ae peer by Section 1 of this Act.’ ”—(The 
state certain conditions it follows that | ““”’ % #9) 


any condition which is left out is pre- *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | 
sumed to have been omitted purposely, am advised that it is not neiddiae y 

and this would to a certain extent fetter | insert these words - but for fear it ma tt 
the hands of the local committee in pre- ag fie villi am ae magn 
paring their scheme. If you strike out | je ga ne 1 oe 
the words I propose to omit, a general | ; 
_ power is left to the local committee to | 


prepare a scheme for bursaries on such 


terms and conditions as may seemtothem| opp TWEEDMOUTH: The power 
best. given to the local higher education com- 
mittee in the Amendment standing in my 
name may possibly be considered to have 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 





*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


There is a great deal more in those words been covered by the last sul-section, but I 
than the noble Lord suggests. I want it | : . 


Sa hi oieidliaed veinieen ie Saieicaciniy | think it is very important, in order to in- 
: oa sen “J ses ff » Reiger oe a | sure the acceptance of central schools, 
eee es ne mount © | that power should be given to pay the 


cover fees in order that the fees may be | Bh gh af ; os é 
paid to the school ; but if the Amendment | ees - a 
is accepted, it will be possible to give a | ciliate rosper seconde ck “J 
smaller sum and insist on the central | sceepted a ci whale county owing Pad 
institution giving free education, which pit “hat ; 
would complicate matters very much scone Ding aiepted. Hy prope 
P ’ ; is not to make it incumbent on the local 
, | higher education committees to pay the 
Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN :I do | . ; 
; | expenses, but merely to give them the 
not see why the committees should not | P : y & 


psi, hee paar vanes eae | Power to do so. Iam confident this will 
ee ae eee ee es ene ee | i: he ee al making many of the 


any rate, to make any proposal with | .. ; : > ae ; 
J ; : “ge . schools popular and of enabling scholars 
regard to bursaries which they think best. | PPP * 


= eee |to use them who would not be able 
Nothing is more common than for them | Seistelin tn: de a0. 

to allow for such payments as those to | 
which the noble Lord alluded, but I do | 
not think it is desirable that they should | 


. | “In page 5, line 15, after Sub-section 8, to 
aica hc aaa a page o, iin ’ A ; 
be forced in every case to take that course. | insert the following new Sub-section : ‘ A local 


| higher education committee shall have power 
On Question, Amendment to leave out | to pay or contribute towards the payment of 
from “district ” in page 5, line 3, to “A | the preset ig bes. cares saben coo pager 
4 é a Z stitutions sses for hig 
scheme ” in line 12, negatived. | pr ange may = iaallinhed Gtammeeein by 
: ....,,|@ local higher education committee.—(Lord 
Amendment to insert after “district” | Tweedmouth.) 
in line 3, the words “on such terms and | 
conditions as they shall see fit,” agreed to.| *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
/am not out of sympathy with the argu- 
Tue Eari: or ELGIN: The object of | ment of the noble Lord, but I may point 
the Amendment which I now move is | out that the power he proposes to give is 
simply to safeguard the interests of those | covered by Sub-section 8. The words of 





Amendment moved— 


wide and I could not possibly accept them. 


| 
who have gained bursaries under the | the Amendment, however, are rather too 
competitions which have already been | 














700 


‘esent 


ion to 
cation 
ecord- 
under 
n, for 
| prior 
lority 
funds 
—(The 


H: I 
y to 
night 

the 


ower 
com- 
| my 
have 
but I 
) in- 
ools, 
the 
rom 
lary 


g to 
osal 
ocal 
the 
the 
will 
the 
lars 


able 


3, to 
ocal 
wer 
t of 
rom 
rher 
| by 
ord 


: I 
gu- 
int 
. is 

of 
tuo 


om. 











701 Eduweation {21 May 1900} (Scotland) Bill. 702 


The Amendment proposes to pay the | after it sees the scheme, that it is too. 
travelling expenses of scholars to and | expensive and one with which it does not 
from any central institutions. That, see its way to fall in. 
according to the phraseology of the Bill, 
would mean to Edinburgh or Glasgow. |§ Amendment moved— 
bot page 5, line 25, after ‘contribute,’ to. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: To schools | insert ‘if they see fit.’”—(Zhe Earl of Camper- 

and classes within their own districts. | own.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 


cannot accept words across the Table | hope the noble Lord will not persevere 
: ceteli tan tee. | WE is nt. Discretion is lef 
because a very important principle is in- dos rage oR of A tos vg 
volved in giving full “gers free power . pai "They : mc? Sh ice ea ce 
the committees to pay the expenses 0 3 ‘ : : : eer: 
7 , 7 bi tribute to anything in connection with 
ae “hg nig oe — | institutions a which they will not be 
school. So far as it is necessary, and in | ; . 
some cases it is necessary, such expenses | Py yi ray the oer of the noble 
ought to be held as covered by the bur- | “OPC 18 already attained. 
sary and scholarship provisions in the} Qn Question, Amendment negatived. 
previous sub-section. 
THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
Amendment, by leave of the House, | now beg to move an Amendment limiting 
withdrawn. | the power of the local higher education 


: “= committee to contribute to the bodies on 
Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: The | which they actually have some represen- 


object of my Amendment to sub-section | tation, 
10 of Clause 5 is to preserve to the local 
higher education committee the power Amendment moved 
either to contribute or not towards the i gh Migs thas 
eae - | “In page 5, line 26, after ‘education,’ to in- 
central institutions. I am not quite | .ert<on the governing bodies of which they 
certain whether the Amendment ought | are represented.’”—(Zhe Earl of Camperdown.) 
not to be put down on Clause 6, because | 
it is to the system which is started in| THE EARL or ELGIN: I can conceive 
that clause that it relates. Clause | instances with which a local committee 
6 says that the Department shall | might wish to contribute without desiring 
prepare a scheme determining the | to be represented on the governing body. 
local higher education committees, | If these words are inserted they will not 
if any, which, upon making application | be able to do so. 
therefor, shall be represented on the | 
governing body of such institution, and| *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
the number of their representatives, and | think the provision in the Bill is better 
the proportion in which each such local | as it stands. I do not think there is 
higher education committee so represented | much fear of a local higher education 
shall contribute. As I understand, the | committee subscribing largely to an insti- 
course to be adopted would be this: in | tution on which it is not represented 
the first instance, the local committee | when it has the power of being repre- 
would have to make application to the | sented if it applies. 
Department to be represented on-one of | 
these central institutions. As soon as| Amendment, by leave of the House, 
that application had been made the withdrawn. 
Department would prepare the scheme | 
and state the amount which ‘the local com- | 
mittee would have to contribute, and the | simply to give to the local higher 
local committee, having made the applica- | education committee the power of esta- 
tion, would no longer be able to refuse to | blishing schools or classes of its own. 
contribute, even though the contribution | I do not quite understand why the 
required from it might be such as it was | noble Lord has given to a district the 
not able to pay. My intention in pro-| power of coming to an agreement with 
posing to insert these words is to give | other districts to satisfy the needs of two 
the local committee the liberty of saying, | or three districts jointly, and yet does 





*Lorp REAY: My Amendment is 
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not allow a district to supply any educa- 
tional deficiency which may exist in that 
district. The Secondary Education 
Commissioners for England have dis- 
tinctly proposed that such a power should 
be given to the local higher education 
authority in England, and I shall be 
very much surprised if, when we get the 
English Bill, we do not find that this 
power is given. I have taken every pre- 
caution against any abuse in the direction 
of the committee wishing to compete with 
existing schools, and I should be prepared, 
if the noble Lord wanted a further 
guarantee, to givea right of appeal to any 
school or classes which thought there was 
no need for the establishment of such 
schools or classes. I am much more 
afraid that the power will not be used 
even where it is wanted than that there 
will be an abuse of the power. 


Moved— 


“In page 5, line 28, after Sub-section 10 to 
insert the following new sub-sections: ‘A 
local higher education committee shall have 
power to establish and manage schools or 
classes for higher education serving or capable 
of serving the interests of higher education in 
its district, and it shall prepare a scheme of in- 
struction for any of such schools or classes as 
may be established, and submit this scheme 
to the Department for its sanction. A scheme 
shall not have any validity until sanctioned, 
with or without modification by the Depart: 
ment, and when sanctioned shalt not be modi- 
fied without the consent of the Department.’ ” 
—(Lord Reay.) 


*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
think this Amendment would make a very 
material alteration in the framework of 
the Bill. The idea of the Bill is that the 
management of the schouls shall remain in 
local hands, and that the local higher 
education committee shall judge between 
the different institutions in its district, and 
shall keep them to their own proper work 
and prevent them from overlapping. _ If 
you give the central body in the district 
power to establish schools of its own you 
will make it less impartial in judging 
between the efforts of others, and you will 
lead in some cases to the central authority 
thinking it can do the work better itself, 
with the result that overlapping, waste, 
and friction will take place. if they were 
to have unlimited power of dipping their 
hands into the ratepayers’ pockets for 
institutions covering a larger area the 
rates would be increased, and the hostility | 
to the rating provisions of the Bill would 
be largely augmented. If we find here- | 


Lord Reay. 
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after that there are not sufficient institu. 
tions to serve the districts, it may be 
necessary to come to Parliament for an 
amending Bill, but in the meantime [| 
would strongly press upon the noble Lord 
not to confer this power on the local 
higher education committees. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am sorry 
to hear the answer of the noble Lord. [ 
know individual cases in the smaller 
counties where there are not existin 
schools, either in the hands of school boards 
or Voluntary bodies, and where the man- 
agement of the local higher education 
committee would be very useful and 
I think that in cases 
such as this there should be a power given 
to the local higher education committee 
with proper safeguards to institute and 
manage such schools themselves, instead 
of, as at \present, having to go to a par- 
ticular school board in the county, and 
ask them to be a sort of nominal figure- 
head. Of course, where schools already 
exist there need be no ‘change in the 
management, but where it is a case of 
instituting schools afresh I do think the 
committee would be the proper body to 
undertake that work. In Berwickshire 
there is a case in point. By the present 
rules of the Department, when we estab- 
lished our secondary and technical educa- 
tion school, we were obliged to go to the 
School Board at Duns and ask them asa 
favour to undertake the management and 
the nominal responsibility of it, but at 
the same time we had to give them a 
pledge that they would not be required 
to raise any rate for that school. In the 
case of that school, surely it would be 
far better, instead of this nominal figure- 
head management, that the county dis- 
trict committee should undertake it. It 
is a school which provides for the techni- 
cal education of the whole county. It 
would not provide for any persons out- 
side the district, but would provide for 
pretty nearly the whole of the district of 
the Berwickshire County Committee. | 
hope the noble Lord will not give a 


| refusal to the Amendment off-hand, but 


will reconsider it, and allow it to be raised 


again on the Report stage. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
hope noble Lords opposite will not think 
I gave the answer I did off-hand, because 
this is one of the most important ques- 
tions we have had to consider in pre- 
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paring the Bill. I am not in the least; Amendment moved— 

surprised to hear that the Duns School! «tn page 5, line 29, to leave out Sub-section 
Board refused to undertake a higher | (11).—(Zhe Earl of Camperdown.) 

school without the guarantee to which | 

the noble Lord referred. By means of | *LorD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
the use we have made of the fund placed | have always a fear that when you specify 
at our disposal two years ago—£35,000|a number of powers you may omit one 
—we shall be able under the provisions | which is afterwards found most necessary, 
of this Bill to put those higher schools, if | and this sub-section was put in to meet 


not quite in the same position as Code | 
schools, at any rate in a very much better 

sition than they have been before ; 
and I hope the prejudice against declar- | 
ing schools to be higher education | 
schools which has existed in the past 
owing to the financial difficulties, will to | 
a large extent cease in the future. If I 
am disappointed in that there may be some 
case for what the noble Lord suggests. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: When the, 
Duns school comes under the operation | 
of this Act the Duns School Board will | 
have to find a quarter of any deficiency | 
under the provisions of Section 8, so that 
that Board in future will be obliged to 
rate for the purpose of this school. 


*Lorp REAY: I hope the noble Lord 
the Secretary for Scotland does not think 
this is a Berwickshire question. The 
question is really a very important one. 
As regards secondary education there 
might, perhaps, be overlapping, as the 
noble Lord has said, but the great need in 
Scotland for more technical education and 
for more agricultural education can only 
be supplied if he agrees to this Amend- 
ment. But as I feel quite sure the need 
will manifest itself, whatever may be the 
present opinion of the noble Lord, I do 
not intend to press my Amendment to a 
division. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THE EarL or CAMPERDOWN : 
Sub-section 11 seems a very strange pro- 
vision to insert in any Act, and I do not | 
understand to what it refers. It says) 
that— | 

“A local higher education committee shall | 
have power to undertake such other duties not | 
inconsistent. with the provisions of this Act, | 
anl to make such other payments in connec- 
tion therewith as may be set forth in the 
minutes of the Department, which shall be 
forthwith laid before Parliament.” 


You might do anything under a power of 
that kind, and I move that the sub-section 
be omitted. 
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a case of that kind. I do not think there 
is the slightest fear of its being abused. 
The provisions to secure economy are 
quite sufficient; but if the noble Lord 
thinks the sub-section objectionable, I will 
agree to the Amendment striking it out. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*LorD REAY: The object of the new 
sub-section standing in my name is to 
enable a local higher education commit- 
tee to accept the transfer of endowments 
from the existing governing bodies and 
trustees for the purposes of higher educa- 
tion. The noble lord is probably aware 
that in many parts of Scotland there is a 
great desire to give local higher educa- 
tion committees this power. There are 
many small endowments which are prac- 
tically useless when applied separately, 
but which could be far more effectively 
administered if they were transferred to 
the local higher education committees. I 
need hardly say that the procedure in my 
Amendment is of an entirely voluntary 
nature, and that the sub-section is merely 
an enabling one. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert in Clause 5, the following new 
sub-section : ‘A Local Higher Education Com- 
mitteee may accept the transfer of endowments 
or costs from the existing governing bodies 
and trustees thereof for the purposes of higher 
education, and accent the administration and 
trusteeship of new funds for the same purposes, 
though subject to conditions and trusts.”— 
(Lord Reay.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
am always afraid of dealing with any 
matter touching endowments in a Bill of 
this kind. I do not know any more con- 
troversial or difficult subject, and even 
though the noble Lord says his proposal 
'is a voluntary one, I think that if the 
‘local higher education committees had 
| power to accept the transfer of these 
| endowments, pressure would be brought 
to bear on the local bodies to transfer 
endowments to them. And when they 
obtained endowments affecting some 


2D 
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schools and not others, it might prejudice 
their view and lead them to favour certain 
schools. I do not think the power is 
necessary at the present time. The 
Amendment would introduce a contro- 
versial element into the Bill, and I hope 
the noble Lord will withdraw it. 


Education 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*LonD REAY : I understand that the 
noble Lord is prepared to accept my next 
Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“At the end of Clause 5, to insert the 
following new sub-section: ‘There shall be a 
right of appeal from a local higher education 
committee to the Department in matters 
arising out of Sub-sections (1), (2), (3), and (5) 
of this section.’ ’'—(Lord Reay. ) 


*LorD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
I am prepared to accept the Amend- 
ment as regards Sub-sections 1 and 2, but 
it is quite unnecessary in regard to Sub- 
section 5,as the power is clearly set out 
in that sub-section. I would prefer not 
to accept the proposal in regard to Sub- 
section 3, because I am afraid that 
others who are more suspicious of the 
Department than the noble Lord would 
use that as a further instance of the 
centralising and grasping power which is 
attributed to the Department. I would 
confine the power of appeal to Sub- 
sections 1 and 2. 


Amendment— 


“To insert at the end of Clause 5, the 
following new sub-section :—‘ There shall be a 
right of appeal from a local higher education 
committee to the Department in matters 
arising out of Sub-sections (1) and (2) of this 
section.’ ” 


Agreed to. 


Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
, ag ; 


Clause 6 agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I take excep- 
tion to the principle embodied in the Bill 
imposing a charge on the county rate in 
aid of Voluntary schools not managed 
under a public authority. I will state 
shortly the financial proposals iu the Bill 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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‘as I understand them. 
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On the Higher 
Education Fund the Department first im. 
poses a prime charge for the examination 
and inspection of schcols for an equalising 
grant, and for a contribution towards 
central institutions. Out of the balance, 
after satisfying these charges, the Depart- 
ment pays half of the expense of the 
various schools, up to one-half of the 
deficiency, owing to excess of expenditure 
over income, one-half of the sum neces- 
sary to provide scholarships or bursaries, 
and up to one-half of any other necessary 
expenditure, providing the fund is suffi- 
cient to enable this to be paid. In the 
case of deficiency arising and the Depart- 
ment being able to find one-half, the re- 
mainder of the deficiency is made up as 
follows :-—A quarter from the county rate 
in the case of all schools, and in the case 
of School Board schools..a quarter from 
the School Board rate, and in the case of 
Voluntary schools a quarter from sub 
scriptions and a quarter from the county 
rate. The particular objection I have to 
that system is that in distributing the 
balance no respect is paid to the previous 
arrangements under former Acts. School 
Board schools now have power to rate for 
secondary education and doso. It would 
be far better to leave School Board 
schools in the same position as they are 
now, and to throw the rating charge for 
secondary schools under School Board 
management on the Schooi Board distriet 
of the particular school affected. In 
the ordinary way the School Board 
school only provides for the wants 
of the district of that School Board. 
If it should go into neighbouring 
school board districts it would be 
far better to throw a_ charge o 
those particular districts than on the 
County Rate. I take special exception 
toa charge being made on the County 
tate on behalf of voluntary schools which 
are not managed under a public authority. 
I do not think that is a sound principle. 
It is one that has always been protested 
against, and has never been adopted. 
Voluntary schools do get grants from 
public funds, and to that I raise no objec- 
tion, but I do protest against any charge 
in connection with these schools being 
thrown on the County Rate. . [I propose 
to leave the three charges which the 
Department have placed upon the Higher 
Education Fund, and then to distribute 
the balance among the various local 
district committees in the same way as 
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the Equivalent Grant Fund is now dis-| venture to describe as an imaginary in- 
tributed. By that means I reserve to the | justice might be brought into operation. 
various localities what I believe to be | In large districts with which I am 
their share of this money. These are the | acquainted and in many others complaints 
proposals contained in the two Amend-| have been made that the ratepayers in 
ments which I have put down to the | small districts are rated for the up-keep 
clause now under discussion and Clause 8. | of schools which confer benefits over a 
I think it is useless for me to enlarge on wide area of the county. It is much 
my argument. I move the Amendment fairer that a part of that burden should 
with the special view of insisting on the be distributed ‘over the area which 
necessity of securing to each locality a/ benefits than that the present system 
fair share of this Fund according to an’ should be perpetuated. If the counties 
equitable calculation, and, in the second | object to take the money from the rates 
place, as a protest against any charge on they have, under the Amendment which 
the County Rate in aid of voluntary | I shall propose to a subsequent clause, the 
schools. option of taking it from the equivalent 

grant. Therefore I am obliged to resist 

Amendment moved— | the Amendment. 

“In page 6, line 32, to leave out from (‘com- | 
mittee’) to the end of the clause, and to inser) Tuy Kart or CAMPERDOWN: I 


(‘any sum remaining at the credit of the said | | “1 a a ae le 
fund for the purpose of such further expendi- | should like to ask whether it is really the 


ture as may be necessary in the execution of | case that my noble friend Lord Tweed- 


the powers ste are i by this Act, and | mouth’s Amendment is limited to coun- 
such remaining sum shall be distributed among | ties [ do not read it in that w 
thelocal Higher Education Committees in like own t read it in that way. 


manner as the grant to local authorities is dis- | 
<-—r poner “tire Ae vey wager (5) - *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
“ Cc ‘ % axe 2c) 
(Scotland via. — 2") (L cal "Pevebuouth:) Under the Amendment the county would 
| get all that it receives at the present time, 
*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | but it would get it inone sum. It would 
The noble Lord knows very well the | 20t be distributed between the rural and 
circumstances of Berwickshire. He | urban districts within the county. 
thinks that the proposals in the Bill will 
not suit the county of Berwick, and he} Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The local 
draws, I think, from that the premise that | Higher Education Committee would have 
they will not suit any county. I do not charge of all the schools in its district, 
believe that that is a safe inference, and | whether burgh schools or county schools, 
Ibelieve that the provisions in this Bill and to it would go the whole amount of 
will be much fairer and much better edu- | the Higher Education Fund which falls to 
cationally over a large part of Scotland its share. I do not think the noble Lord 
than the present system. If every is justified in saying that my proposal 
district is to have neither more nor less would inflict any sort of hardship on the 
than they have at present, why does he burghs. 
limit the application of that principle to 
the counties only? In Berwick there are Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: I 
practically no burghs which get any must say that I like the proposal of my 
portion of the residue grant at the present noble friend Lord Tweedmouth for the 
time, but Berwick is peculiar in that distribution of the second half of this 
respect. If the principle in the Amend- fund, but I do not share with him his 
ment is adopted what will the burghs views with regard to voluntary schools. 
say! They will demand exactly the same | [ think that any school which has estab- 
nghts as they have now, and the whole lished its claim to be considered as giving 
framework of the Bill would be gone. higher education should participate in 
There is a great injustice at the present any public money obtained for that 
tme to those school board districts which purpose. 
have higher schools, and which over a 
limited area rate for those schools. The On Question, That the Amendment be 
uoble Lord proposes in his Amendment to | adopted, their Lordships divided. 
perpetuate that injustice, for fear that 
der the provisions of the Bill what I Contents, 39 ; Not Contents, 14. 
2D2 
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Carrington, E. 
Crewe, E. Monkswell, L. Welby, L. 
Kimberley, E. Reay, L. 
Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. priate the whole, if necessary, of the 
Equivalent Grant for the purposes of this 
Clause 8 :— Act, but to refuse altogether to allow a 
rate to be imposed on the district for the 
Amendment proposed— purposes of secondary education. I do 


ihc Ui on Bie “4 th not know that it is necessary to trouble 
ee ee nee to the wed ‘Wiha, the Committee by stating at any length 


beginning of the clause to the word ‘ With’ in gran : : 
line 19 and insert : ‘The deficiency arising in My Objections to a rate for this purpose. 


the case of any school or class admitted to the | If the Equivalent Grant, which is a very 

sto ned Ree Men na see tel considerable sum, will not provide as 
y H ascertaines ns . se , aie 

of this Act, but exclusive of any income from | much ae ed the local higher 

endowment or from subscription, shall be met education committee ought to provide 

by such contributions from their share of the | the deticiency from some other source 

central fund as the local higher education than that of rates. 

committee may, in the exercise of their dis- | 

cretion, think fit; and in the event of a de- | . 

ficiency still existing after such contribution Amendment moved— 

from the central fund, such deficiency shall, in “In page 7, line 40, to leave out ‘a local rate 

the case of School Board schools or classes, be | within the district of the committee,’ and to 

borne by the school fund as defined in Sec- | insert ‘grants receivable within the district of 

tion 43 of the Education (Scotland) Act, | the committee under Section 2, Sub-section6, 

1872, and in the case of managers other than a | of the Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 

school board, from voluntary subscriptions or | 1892.’ ”—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 

such other fund as may be at the disposal of | 

the said managers, except in so tar as the pro-| *[ orn BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


portion of the deficiency to be borne by the | é 2 rary 
~chool board or other managers is made good | Lhere is not the slightest likelihood of 
by endowments inalienable from the school, , the whole of the Equivalent Grant being 


and in the case of central institutions or classes | wanted. I would venture to ask the 
= noah +d as Yar ous Buel a next | noble Earl and other noble Lords opposite 
et ee es whether they will not accept the sugges- 
On Question, Amendment negatived. | tion I made earlier in the debate, and 
allow the proviso at the end of Clause 10, 


Clause 8 agreed to. | which is down in my name, to come in 
place of their Amendments. The effect of 
Clause 9 :— | that proviso would be to give each local 


| authority the option of saying whether it 

THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN : This | would supply the amount required out of 
clause deals with the mode of levying | the local rate or out of the Equivalent 
contributions from the rates. The effect | Grant. Therefore, if the noble Lord's 
of my Amendment would be to appro-| district preferred to use the Equivalent 
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Grant they could do so, and another dis-} Clause 11, amended, and agreed to. 
trict which preferred the rate could adopt | 
that course. I am also prepared to accept | Clause 12. 


the limitation of 1d. in the £. 
| *Lorp REAY: The noble Lord has 

Tue EArt or CAMPERDOWN : What asked me to postpone the Amendment 
exactly is the meaning of the proposal of | standing in my name, which provides for 
the noble Lord? Does he mean that if! the establishment of a Consultative Com- 
the Equivalent Grant is applied, and mittee, until the Report stage, which I am 
happens not to suffice, that in addition to | quite prepared to do. 
that there is to be a rate ? 
| Clause 12 agreed to. 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
No; the clause will be quite clear when) Remaining clauses agreed to. 
printed. Each local committee will be able 
todetermine whether the money shall be ‘Schedule 1. 


supplied by a rate or out of the Equiva- — ; 

lent Grant ; and if the former, the amount | *LORD REAY : The noble Lord is aware 
must not exceed one penny in the pound | % the difficulty of making the School 
ou the rateable value of the district. [ Board area the district, and I should like 


do not suggest the taking of the whole of | © ask whether it would not be possible to 


the Equivalent Grant, and the giving of | ™ke the district co-terminous with the 
power to rate in addition. | municipal area. 
*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
Amendment, by leave of the House, Yes, there are means, but I do not know 
withdrawn. whether they would be agreeable to the 
school Boards. I am inclined to think 
*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: that for the purposes of this Bill municipal 
The words in the Amendment which | areas, and not school board areas, ought 
Lord Tweedmouth has placed on the to control, and I hope that that may ulti- 
Paper, would not, I am advised, effect his mately be agreed to. But if we have to 
purpose. The Amendment which I now | do it by an extension of the school board 


move does so in the technical way. |area it will be less acceptable to the 
school boards than the provisions of the 
Amendment moved— | Bill. 


“In page 7, line 40, after (‘Committee’), to | 
insert (‘ provided that the amount to be raised Schedules agreed to. 
by such rate in any year shall not exceed the 
produce of ld. in the £ of the valuation of | *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : In 


such district ’).”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) | accordance with an agreement arrived at 
) o 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 'with noble Lords opposite I propose to 
|negative the Standing Committee. I 

Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. ' should like to put the Report stage down 
for Friday, but I do not wish to take any 

Clause 10. | advantage of noble Lords, and I would 
‘/ remind them that the House will not sit 

Amendment proposed— _on Thursday. Ido not know what pro- 


“ In page 8, line 41, at the end of clause, to | Vion can be made for handing in amend- 


insert (‘Provided that Sub-section 5 of Sec- | ments. 
tion 2 of the Education and Local Taxation | 


stig ay — kage — Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : Personally I 
any mmissioners, if they so | . 
resolve, in lieu of levying a rate, to apply their | rae not trouble the noble Lord with any 
share of the grant under that sub-section to | further amendments. 

meet the grace required from them in any 

year for the purposes of this and the imme-| *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
en, reg section ’).”—(Lord Balfour | Then it will probably be convenient to 

urleigh. | by % 
og") | take the Report Stage on Friday. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


| 
| Standing Committee negatived; the 


Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. Report of Amendments to be received on 
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Friday next; and Bill to be printed as | 
[No. 92.] 


amended, 


DIOCESAN RECORDS BILL [HL]. | 

House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bill reported without Amend- | 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


House adjourned at Seven of the 
clock, till To-morrow, half- 
past Ten of the clock. 


OF COMMONS. 
21st May, 1900. 


HOUSE 
Monday, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH.) 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport 
Tramways Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

cease of the following Bills, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and Which 

are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


(STANDING | 
IN- 


Brewery and Commercial Investment 
Trust, Limited, Bill { Lords]. 

Bristol Water Bill [Lords]. 

Cork Electric Tramways Bill {Lords}. 

Dearne Valley Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Glasgow and South Western Railway | 
Bill [Lords]. 

Neath Harbour Bill [Lords]. 
Rawmarsh Urban District 
(Tramways) Bill { Lords]. 
Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Taff Vale Railway Bill Hore 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 

second time. 


Council 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND. 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 

(No. 9) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, referred on the 

First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 

are applicable, viz. :— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 6) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL 
{ Lords]. 

Queen’s consent signified; read the 

third time, and passed, with Amend- 


ments. 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL 


[Lords]. 
Queen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


CHARING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- 


TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 


| the third time. 
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CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [Lords]. 
DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


SOUTH-EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL (BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 

“To transfer certain public bridges in 
the parish of Crosthwaite, in the county of 
Cumberland, to the Cumberland County 
Council and other authorities ; and for 
other purposes,” read the first time ; to be 
read a second time. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 3) BULL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


METROPOLITAN 
(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


LOCAL 


As amended, considered ; to be read the | 


third time To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1). 

Bill to confirm certain 
Orders made b 
under The General Pier and Harbour 


Act, 1861, relating to Eastbourne, Ilfra- | 
combe, Lowestoft, and Portessie, ordered | 


to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 14). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Gloucester, Northampton, and 
Torquay, and to the Walton-upon-Trent 
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| Bridge, in the counties of Derby and 
| Stafford, ordered to be brought in by 
| Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

| To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
| made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, re- 
lating to Eastbourne, Ilfracombe, Lowes- 
toft, and Portessie,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 225.] 


PIER 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Gloucester, Northampton, and Torquay, 
and to the Walton-upon-Trent Bridge, in 
the counties of Derby and Stafford,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 

‘referred to the Examiners of Petitioners 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 226.] 


AND 


BUCKINGHAM, TOWCESTER, 
RAIL- 


METROPOLITAN JUNCTION 
WAY BILL. 

Order [19th February] that the 
Buckingham, Towcester, and Metropolitan 
Junction Railway Bill be committed, 
_read, and discharged. 

Ordered, That the Bill be withdrawn. 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


LAMBETH WATER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments : Report to 
lie upon the table. 


CHURCH’S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to the Spalding 
Urban District Council (Water) Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under The Gas and Water Works Faci- 
| lities Act, 1870, relating to Hoylake and 
| West Kirby Gas and Water, Manning- 
'tree and Mistley (Essex) Gas, South 
| Elmsall, South Kirkby, and North Elmsall 
| Gas, and Steyning and District Water.” 


| 
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Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill 
[Lords]. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time ; referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, | 


and to be printed. [Bill 227.] 


PETITIONS. 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Greenock, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Petition from Dundee, in favour of 


proposed legislation; to lie upon the 
Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Scottish 
Temperance Federation; and Grand 
Lodge of Scotland of the Independent 
Order of Good Templars ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Grand Lodge of Scot- 
land of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMEMT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
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MIDWIVES BILL. 


| Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 
_lie upon the Table. 


| PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 
OPENING BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Glasgow 
(two) ; and Grand Lodge of Scotland of 
the Independent Order of Good Templars ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Meopham ; 
and Eastleigh ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL AND SUNDAY 
CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. 
Petition from West Lancashire, in 
‘favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND BILL. 

Petition from Dundee, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND), BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Largs ; Glas- 
gow ; Grand Lodge of Scotland of the 
Independent Order of Good Templars ; 
Aberdeen ; Edinburgh (two) ; Downfield ; 
Walkerburn ; Greenock ; Scottish Tem- 
perance Federation ; Overtown ; Peebles. 
Lochans ; and Darvel; to lie upon the 
Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Shettfield 
(two); Coventry; Grenoside (two); 
Penzance ; Liverpool; Holbeck; Glas- 
gow; Goole; Bradford ; Eastleigh ; and 
Chelmsford ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Edinburgh ; 


and Scottish Temperance Federation ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
(WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL. 

Petition from Hipperholme, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 


Petitions for alteration, from Stow-on- | 


the-Wold ; Orsett ; and Bradford ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT- 

LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL 


Petitions in favour, from Cambuslang ; 
and Eastleigh ; to lie upon the Table. 


| TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
| Petition from Dundee, against ; to. lie 
| upon the Table. 





Questions. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND | : : 
| Manual Instruction) during the years 


WALES). 

Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics | 

for England and Wales, 1898, Part IL. | 

(Civil Judicial Statistics), edited by John | 

Maedonell, esquire, C.B., LL.D., Master 

of the Supreme Court [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS). 
Copy presented, of Reports of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for 
the year ended 29th September, 1899 [by | 
Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed. [No. 181.] 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899. 
Copy presented, of Rules made under 

Section 3 of the Act [by Act]; to lie 

upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS (ACCIDENTS TO RAILWAY 
SERVANTS OTHER THAN TRAIN 
ACCIDENTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 14th May; Mr. Channing]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 182. ] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
426 to 2429 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (TRANSPORTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 6th February ; Mr. Weir]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


1. Inquiry into Charities (County of | 


lancaster).—Further Return relative 
theretc [ordered 8th August, 1898; 
= hg Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 
83, 


2, Judicial Trustee Rules.—Copy of 
Rule made by the Lord Chancellor under 
the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 [by Act]. 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION 
TION OF FUNDS’ BY 
AUTHORITIES). 


(APPLICA- 
LOCAL 


Return ordered, “showing the extent | 
to which, and the manner in which, Local 
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Authorities in England, Wales, and Ire- 
land have applied, or are applying, Funds 
to the purposes of Technical Education 
(including Science, Art, Technical, and 


Questions. 


1898-9 and 1899-1900, under the follow- 
ing Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and 
Excise) Act, 1890 ; Technical Instruction 
Acts, 1889 and 1891 ; Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, 1889; and Public 


| Libraries and Museums Acts.”—(Sir John 


Gorst.) 


CASUALTIES 
COMBATANTS). 


Address for ‘‘ Return of the number of 


WAR (NON- 


_ Casualties during the War, as reported to 


the War Office, among Non-Combatants 
serving with the Army, distinguishing 
those caused by wounds and by disease.” 
—(Mr. Humphreys-Owen.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—KOORN 
SPRUIT DISASTER. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what is the name of the escort 
officer who is presumably the officer 
responsible for the surprise by the Boers 
of the British convoy at Koorn Spruit, 
and why has his name been held back ; 
and why have not his explanations, with 
the comments of Lord Roberts thereon, 
been submitted, as in other cases, to the 
public. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the replies which I gave 
him on Thursday and on Friday last. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the hon. 


Gentleman aware that——— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question has been answered, the hon. 
Gentleman declining to give any further 
information. Whether the answer is 
satisfactory to the hon. Member or not, 
it must be taken as conclusive. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I, of course, 
do not question your ruling, Sir, but my 
question has not been answered. If the 
hon. Gentleman will say he declines to 


answer the second paragraph, I shall be 


satisfied. 





+ See pages 391 and 573 of this volume. 





Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
ber does not understand my answer, I 
will explain that I said on a previous 
occasion that the publication of despatches 
was in the discretion of the Secretary of 
State, and until a despatch is published I 


am not prepared to discuss any subject | 


that may be covered by that despatch. 


RETIRED OFFICERS RESUMING 
ACTIVE SERVICE. 

*Mr. FABER (York): { beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
a retired officer who has resumed active 
service in South Africa has any, and 
what, deduction made from his pay, as 
compared with an officer of the same rank 
who is not a retired officer ; and, if so, 
why such deduction is made. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No deduction is 
made. 


PROMOTIONS OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether it is at the instance of Lord 
Roberts or of the authorities at the War 
Oitive that the officers in regiments 


engaged in active service have been passed 
ever for promotion in the filling of 


vacancies by death in action in these regi- 
ments, and that the vacancies so caused 
have been filled by the promotion of 
officers serving in other regiments, who 
have never been engaged in action, and 
without recent experience of warfare. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNpDHAM, 
Dover) : I gave the information for which 
the hon. Member asks in reply to a ques- 
tion which he put to me on Friday. 
Selections fer command rest with the 
Commander-in-Chief and Army Board. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it the 


Commander-in-Chief at home 2 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : 
Wolseley. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Who are the 
Army Board ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Adjutant 
General, the Quartermaster General, and 
the Inspector General of Fortifications. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: All Lord 
Wolseley’s nominees. 


Lord 


Yes ; 





+ See page 573 of this volume. 
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| BOER PRISONERS.—ACCOMMODA. 
TION ON THE “MONGOLIAN,” 

Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid); 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether any complaints were 
| made by medical and other officers of the 
accommodation on board the “Mon- 
golian ” for the Boer prisoners ; if the lack 
of space on board was productive of 
disease and death ; that the water supply 
rendered ordinary cleanliness impossible, 
and that the sanitary arrangements were 
faulty. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will allow me to answer this 
question. No such reports have been 
received either at the Admiralty or the 
War Office. 


RESERVISTS’ SEPARATION 
ANCES. 

MaJor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in consequence of the distress 
caused to soldiers’ wives by the recall of 
men to the colours, paymasters may be 
allowed to make them, within seven days 
of rejoining, a payment on account of 
separation allowance up to the end of the 
current month, and further amounts as 
may be necessary until the full amounts 
due can be calculated. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : As soon as a man 
rejoins, the name and address of his wife 
and the number of his children are sent 
to the paymaster concerned, who forth- 
with issues the separation allowance in 
advance for the period up to the end of 
the month, and thereafter monthly in 
advance. This arrangement appears to 
meet all the points raised by my 
hon. and gallant friend. As I have 
already stated, some regrettable delay 
arose from the pressure of work in 
October, and from the reluctance on the 
part of certain Reservists to supply the 
necessary information. If the hon. Mem- 
ber has more recent cases in his mind I 
shall be glad to inquire into them. 


ALLOW. 


CUST OF THE WAR—TAX ON MINING 
PRODUCTS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, with a view to preventing loss 
to the public by the manipulation of 
mining values, the Government will 
‘announce at the earliest date what pro- 
| portion of the cost of the South African 
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War, and of the compensations and pen- 
sions arising therefrom, will be met by a 
tax on the mining products of the terri- 
tories where the conflict has taken place. 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 


bristol, WV.) : I think any such announce- | 


ment would be altogether premature 
until we have entered upon possession of 
the country, and received the advice of 
those on the spot whose advice is 
eninently necessary. We do not yet 
know what will be the cost of the war, 
or the state of the mines at its close. 


RESERVE REGIMENTS AND 


THE STANDING ARMY. 


ROYAL 


Sik HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 


Central): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if, when the Royal Reserve 


Regiments are disbanded, any facilities | 


can be offered to officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and privates, within the age 
limits, and duly recommended for charac- 


ter and capacity, to rejoin the Standing , 
Army, if in their respective arms and_ 


ranks vacancies exist. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, if there 
are vacancies. But in the case of the 
officers it is not probable that there will 
be any vacancies, because the war has led 
toa large increase in the number of offi- 
cers, and many of them will be super- 
numerary when it is ended. The con- 
ditions on which a certain number of 
non-commissioned officers and men may 
be retained in the ranks were published 
inan Army Order on the 28th April. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION — MESSRS. 
ARMSTRONG, WHITWORTH, AND 
COMPANY. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): I beg to 
wk the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that Messrs. Arm- 
strong, Whitworth, and Company have 
satel that they could, if required, lay 
down three battleships and two large 
(uisers, giving delivery of the same 
within three years of receiving the order ; 
and whether, seeing that in the last three 
years ending 1900 the sum of £3,500,000, 
or thereabouts, voted for naval construc- 
tion has not been spent, and in view of 
his statement of 9th March, 1899, that 
his estimates were the lowest by which 
we can secure the objects which the 
people expect of the Navy, he will take 
advantage of the opportunity which now 
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offers to make up the ground which has 
been lost in naval construction. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The statement in the 
hon. Gentleman’s question that £3,500,000 
voted for naval construction has not been 
spent is completely misleading and in- 
correct in the sense in which it is used. 
The hon. Member has apparently added 
together the amounts unspent in succeed- 
ing years, not reflecting that a great 
_ part was simply a revote of the provision 
made in the previous year. What we 
could not spend we asked for again, and 
it was revoted. Amounts voted for par- 
ticular ships with which less progress was 
made than estimated, or for armour and 
machinery not delivered, were included 
again in the next year’s vote, and it is an 
error to add up votes and _ re-votes 
together. As to the statement attributed 
to Messrs. Armstrong and Co., I have 
only seen it since the hon. Gentleman’s 
question appeared on the paper. It had 
not been made to the Admiralty. This 
firm is, of course, always invited to 
tender with others for ships to be ordered 
by contract. Four armoured cruisers are 
«bout to be put out to contract, and I 
shall be glad if some of them find their 
way to Elswick. It should be under- 
stood that Messrs. Armstrong do not 
construct machinery, nor, at present, make 
armour plates, and for their supply in 
this respect, they are dependent upon the 
same manufacturers as the Admiralty and 
other shipbuilders. It would be incorrect 
to gauge the power of firms to construct 
‘ships simply by the number of slips 
which may be vacant. There is compara- 
tively little difficulty in getting the hulls 
built. The difficulty lies, in the main, in 
the provision of armour and machinery, 
often the deliveries of which must pro- 
ceed puri passu with the work on the 
hull if the ships are to be completed 


Questions. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I regret if I have 
put the question down in a misleading 
form. I had no intention of doing so. I 
wanted to ask whether any of the money 
which has been voted by the House for 
naval construction has not been spent, or 
is not in course of being spent. 


| Mr. GOSCHEN: I will put an 
janalogous case to my _ hon. friend. 
_ Suppose the House voted £1,000 fora 
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picture which was to be delivered at the | 
end of the year ; if the picture was not de- | 
livered, that £1,000 would be revoted in | 
the next year ; and, if the painter did not | 
finish it, it might be revoted in the third 
year also. Surely it would in that case 
be incorrect to say that £3,000 had been 
voted for that picture by the House of 
Commons, and that the Government were 
responsible for not having spent the 
whole of the £3,000. That is a case 
exactly analogous to this. 


Mr. YERBURGH : Arising out of the 
answer, may I ask whether, as the right 
hon. Gentleman stated on 26th February, 
in introducing the. Naval Estimates,* the | 
output of ships is limited by what thenaval 
authorities believe to be the shipbuilding 
capacity of the country, and whether, if 
he can satisfy himself that Messrs, Arm- 
strong are in a position to supply these 
extra battleships and cruisers, the right 
hon. Gentleman will put himself into 
communication with them. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : In the first place 
there are four cruisers for which tenders 
are asked in the general contract, and it 
will rest with Messrs. Armstrong whether 
they tender for those ships or not. I 
shall be very glad if that firm, for which 
Ihave the highest respect, are able to 
secure a large proportion of the ships that 
are being put out ; but the hon. Member 
seems to have forgotten that we have a 
large number of ships building. It does 
not depend only on whether armour and 
machinery can be supplied to Messrs. 
Armstrong, for if the delivery of 
machinery and armour to Messrs. Arm- 
strong interferes with the delivery of 
armour and machinery for our ships now 
under construction nothing will be 
gained. We have to look at the whole 
situation together, and to consider 
whether armour, machinery, and hulls can 
all be built pari passu. 


Questions. 


ADMIRALTY CONTRACTORS—R. P. 
HOUSTON AND CO. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if 
he is aware that, on the 19th of April last, 
the firm of Messrs. R. P. Houston and 
Co. informed their customers that the 
Admiralty were inviting tenders of | 
steamers suitable for colliers for twelve 


i See iy he Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxix., page 1111. 
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months service, and that the firm were 
constantly in touch with and had a repre- 
sentative in daily attendance at the 
Transport Department of the Admiralty, 


and further that the said firm invited 


their customers to tender through them ; 
whether the firm of R. P. Houston and 
Co. are in constant touch with the 
Transport Department of the Admiralty, 
and have a representative in daily atten- 
dance ; and whether, inasmuch as the 
hon. Member for the West Toxteth Divi- 


_ sion of Liverpool is a member of the firm 


of R. P. Houston and Co., their conduct 
is in accordance with the provisions of 
22 Geo. IIL., cap. 45. 


THE SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MacartNey, Antrim, §.): 
The Admiralty was not aware of the 
action referred to until the circular dated 
19th April was sent to the First Lord by 
the hon. Member. In common with other 
firms, Messrs. R. P. Houston and Co. are 
in the habit of sending « representative 
very frequently to inquire as to the wants 
of the Transport Department, but no 
special facilities or advantages are ac- 
corded to them, and so far as this is sug- 
gested in the circular, it is incorrect and 
misleading. The firm of RK. P. Houston 
and Co. act as managers of the British 
and South American Steam Navigation 
Company, Limited, from which company 
two transports and a number of freight 
ships for mules have been taken up. So 
far as the Admiralty is aware, Messrs. R. 
P. Houston and Co. have not contravened 
the provisions of the statute referred to. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
First Lord seen the circular ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Yes, Sir, my 
right hon. friend has seen it and s0 
have I. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then I am 
sorry for you. [Cries of “Order !”] 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL SPECIAL 
PENSIONS. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
seeing that the funds placed at the dis- 
posal of the Admiralty are not sufficient 
to discharge their obligations to certain 
sailors retired from the Royal Navy who 
are entitled to a Greenwich Hospital 
special pension, which became assured to 


them after serving in the Crimean War, 





= wet tet ee 2 A. 


A0OQ se st et hom 


a a -> wm 


728 


were 
repre- 
t the 
ralty, 
ivited 
chem ; 
1 and 
1 the 
ralty, 
atten- 
s the 
Divi- 
2 firm 
nduet 
ms of 


DMI- 
1, S.): 
f the 
dated 
rd by 
other 
10. are 
tative 
wants 
ut no 
"e ac- 
$ sug- 
t and 
yuston 
sritish 
gation 
apany 
reight 
». So 
rs. R. 
vened 
d to. 


is the 


, my 
nd so 


1 lam 
i 
TAL 


I beg 
iralty, 
he dis- 
ficient 
ertain 

who 
api 
red to 
1 War, 


129 Questions. 


whether, in justice to these fast ageing 
daimants, he will undertake that their 
ease should be considered with the view 
of provision being made for them. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : The funds at the 
disposal of Greenwich Hospital do not 
admit of a special pension being awarded 
to every man who becomes eligible for it. 
By Order in Council of 31st December, 
1886, all men who have been granted a war 
medal are eligible for Greenwich Hospital 
special pension, and it may be assumed 
that every survivor of the Crimean War 
who had genuine service in the Navy, is 
in possession of a medal, and is thus eli- 
gible for a special pension—these pensions 
were not, however, assured to men who 
served in the Crimea any more than to 
other men who have had war service, and 
are in possession of medals. As a matter 
of fact, the majority of the eligible men 
who have applied have been awarded 
special pensions before they have reached 
the age of sixty, but the main factor in 
deciding the award is the extent to which 
aman is incapacitated from contributing 
to his own support, and his circumstances 
generally. 


Mr. THORNTON : Will the hon. Gen- 
tleman allow me to submit to him the 
special case on which this question is 
based ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Most certainly. 


SAMOA — THE ANGLO-GERMAN 
CONVENTION. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
oficial information in reference to the 
proclamation of German and American 
sovereignty in Samoa, and the practical 
working of the new system of government 
established by the recent Anglo-German 
Convention. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
rORFOREIGN AFFAIRS(Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The German flag was 
hoisted at Apia on the Ist of March. 
Under an Imperial decree of 17th 
February jurisdiction similar to that 
prevailing in other German Protectorates 
has been applied to the German Samoan 
Islands. 
islands are subjected to this jurisdiction. 
A court of first instance and a tribunal 
of appeal have been instituted. By a 
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further ordinance the judicial officer is 
vested with various powers under the laws 
of the Empire, and he will also discharge 
duties as a Seamen’s Board of Control 
under the Mercantile Marine Code. We 
have no information as to the arrange- 
ments made by the United States 
Government in the Island of Tutuila. 


RUSSIA AND KOREA—NEW RUSSIAN 
COALING SYLATION AT MASAMPHO. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has any information 
to the effect that the Korean Government 
have granted Russia a site for a coal 
depot and naval hospital at Masampho 
Harbour commanding the straits between 
Korea and Japan, and that Masampho 
will be the headquarters of the Russian 
fleet in the Pacific. 


The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper on the same subject :— 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Russia has ac- 
quired the exclusive right to establish a 
coaling station at Masampho, in Korea ; 
and whether this proceeding is in accord- 
ance with Russia’s explicit pledge not to 
acquire any territory whatever in Korea. 


Mr. YERBURGH: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Government has received 
information to the effect that an arrange- 
ment has been arrived at between Russia 
and Korea, under which Russia obtains 
certain concessions at Masampho Harbour ; 
and, if so, whether he can say what those 
concessions are. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty’s 
Government understand that the Russian 
Government have acquired by lease a site 
for a coal depot and naval hospital at the 
treaty port ot Masampho. The port is 
open to the navigators of all countries, 
and the ground acquired is within the 
limits within which foreigners are per- 
mitted to acquire land. Her Majesty’s 
Government also understand that the 
landing and storage of supplies for the 
Russian fleet within the site so acquired 
is to be governed by existing treaties. 
There is therefore no exclusive right con- 
ceded to the Russian Government, and 
the treaty rights of British subjects are 
not limited by any arrangements with the 
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Russian Government. Her Majesty’s 
Government also understand that an 
agreement has been concluded by which 
the Russian Government bind themselves 
never to apply for their own use or for 
the use of Russian subjects for any land 
on the island’of Koje, or on the opposite 
mainland, or on any of the surrounding 
islands; and the Corean Government 
engages not to allow any other Govern- 
ment to rent or purchase land in the 
localities indicated. Her Majesty’s 
Government are not at present in 
possession of the text of these agree- 
ments, and I must, therefore, suspend 
any reply to the latter part of the 
question of the hon. Member for Cardiff. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the Government maintain the view 
now given of that transaction ? 

[No answer was returned. | 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 


official information. 


He has no 


INDIAN GOLD CURRENCY. 
Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask ‘the 


Secretary of State for India whether any 
progress has been made with the intro- 


duction of a gold currency into India be- 
yond the limits of the Presidency towns ; 
and whether frequent demands are made 
by the people of India for the coinage of 
large amounts of silver money in addition 
to the rupees already in circulation 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lorp G. HAmILTon, Middlesex, 
Ealing): According to the latest report, 
the amount of gold coin issued from 
the treasuries up to the 15th of May 
was £872,003, but I have no infor- 
mation as to the extent to which those 
sovereigns have been sent into the in- 
terior of the country. A large amount 
of gold has been imported into : Indi: a, and 
of this gold a considerable number oj 
sovereigns had been presented at the 
Treasury to be exchanged for rupees. 
This has necessitated fresh ¢ oinage. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): Has the coinage of 
sovereigns begun in India ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Not yet. 


CEYLON—SIR WEST RIDGEWAY’S 
REPORT ON CRIME. 


Dr. TANNER: 1 beg to 
Secretary of State for the 


ask the 
Colonies 
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whether the alleged increase in murder 
and crime in Ceylon has been inv estigated, 
and what explanation can be given by Sir 
West Ridgeway and his advi isers in the 
matter. 


THE SECRETARY oF STATE for 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Governor has in- 
vestigated and alleged increase in serious 
crime in Ceylon, “and in February last 
stated that between 1897 and 1899 (in- 
clusive) cases of murder and homicide 
had dropped 7 per cent., cases of grievous 
sp 32 per cent., hurt with the knife 
15 per cent., robber y 45 per cent., and 
cattle stealing 23 per cent. 


CEYLON—PLUMBAGO CURING SHEDS. 

Dr. TANNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the ¢ Colonies if due 
attention will be paid in Ceylon to the 
plumbago curing sheds, and to the trouble 
and disease they confer when improperly 
supervised, as reported from Colombo; 
if Sir West Ridgeway will be asked to 
explain how Mr. Price has transferred 
his responsibility upon Mr. Charles 
Pareira ; and if he will take steps to 
remedy the alleged evil. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The sub- 
ject referred to by the hon. Member has 
been under my consideration for some 
months, and I will call the further atten- 
tion of the Governor of Ceylon to it. I 
have no information as to the point raised 
in the latter part of the question. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL 
—SIR SAMUEL WAY’S VIEWS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the printed 
paper marked confidential, containing 
observations by Sir Samuel Way, Chief 
Justice of Australia, in favour of the 
power of appeal to the Privy Council 
from the decisions of the Supreme Courts 
of Australia under the provisions of the 
Commonwealth Bill, was sent by the 
Chief Justice to the Imperial Cabinet 
without the knowledge of the Premier of 
South Australia or any member of his 
Cabinet ; whether, when the Chief .'ustice 
sent this document to the Privy Council, 
Governor of South 
Australia, a Colony with respons sible 
Government ; and whether it is usual for 
a Colonial official in whom are united 
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judicial and executive offices to enter into | 
communications of this nature with the | 
Colonial Office. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer | 


to the first paragraph is in the negative. | 
As to the second I am not aware that the | 


document was sent to the Privy Council. 
When it was sent to the Colonial Office 
Sir S. Way was not Acting-Governor. 
In reply to the third, I have to say that 
the communication was in strict accord- | 
ance with Colonial Regulations, Chapter | 
VI. I may add that I am informed that 
Chief Justice Way’s observations on the 
Appellate Clause were published in Aus- 
tralia on 14th May. There is, therefore, 


no objection to their publication here if 


it is desired. 


AUSTRALIAN CURRENCY. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the powers of 
the Commonwealth of Australia, with 
reference to currency and coinage, will 
include the right of issuing subsidiary 
coins, the seigniorage thereon forming 
part of the revenue of the Common- 
wealth; and, if so, what will be the 
financial loss to the Exchequer. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The powers 


' of the Commonwealth Parliament as re- 


gards currency and coinage will be the 
same as those of the Dominion Parlia- 
ment and the Legislatures of other self- 
governing colonies. The question of 
subsidiary coinage will be one for arrange- 
ment with Her Majesty’s Government. 
As to the second part of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question, I am informed by my 
right hon. friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that the profits on the Imperial 
silver supplied to the Australian colonies 
amounted to about £30,000 on the 
average of the last five years. 


JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIVY 
COUNCIL — AUSTRALIAN — REPRE- 
SENTATION. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General whether there is any 
system of rotation regulating the appear- 
ances of the representatives of Australia, 
Canada, and South Africa on the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council; and 
whether he can state the number of 
sittings of the Judicial Committee that 
have been attended by these colonial 


representatives since their appointment. | 
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THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): No 


| such system of rotation has been estab- 


lished. Sir Samuel Way, Chief Justice 
of South Australia, attended eleven 
sittings in 1897. Sir Henry de Villiers, 
Chief Justice of the Cape of Good Hope, 


| nine sittings in 1897, and has regularly 
| attended the meetings during the present 
sittings, which commenced on 8th May. 


Sir Henry Strong, Chief Justice of Canada, 
has attended twenty-eight sittings— 
namely, four in 1897, eleven in 1898, and 
thirteen in 1899. 


PRIVY COUNCIL APPEALS FROM 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General what has been the 
usual nature of appeals from Australia to 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, whether they have had for the 
most part a public or a private character, 
and whether these appeals have raised 
many questions of constitutional or 
Imperial importance. 


Srk_ ROBERT FINLAY: TI am _ in- 
formed that among the appeals from 
Australia there have been a considerable 
number of cases of a public character. 
Before expressing any opinion as to. 
whether they have raised many questions. 
of constitutional or Imperial importance, 
it would be neeessary to examine the 
Reports in more detail than has been 
possible since notice of my hon. friend’s 
question was given, but I shall be happy 
to communicate with him on the subject 
if he desires more detailed information. 


GOVERNMENT ACT—LISTS 

OF VOTERS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg toask Mr. Attorney General if he 
can state whether the lists of voters in 
the newly formed London boroughs 
will be similar to those of the municipal 
boroughs throughout the country for 
school board purposes. 

Sm ROBERT FINLAY: The London 
Government Act makes no change as 
regards the lists of voters in London for 
school board purposes. 


LONDON 


LONDON MAGISTRACY—BOROUGH 
BENCHES. 
CapTaAIn NORTON : I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General if he can state whether 
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there will be borough benches of justices 
in connection with the new London 
borough councils. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The answer 
to this question is in the negative. The 
Act makes the mayor a J.P. for the 
county of London, but the London 
magistracy will not be otherwise affected. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE REGULA- 
TIONS IN NORFOLK. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether the letter of the 9th 
inst. from the Secretary of the Board 
to the Norfolk County Council is to be 
taken as an expression of the intention of 
the Board to altogether prohibit, for a 
time, the movement of live stock out of 
the whole county of Norfolk unless the 
local authority and the police under their 
control are able to give full effect to the 
Board’s regulations in the limited district 
which is scheduled under the Foot-and- 
Mouth Order ; and whether he will con- 
sider the effects of such action to a number 
of persons entirely innocent of any 
offence. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg at 
the same time to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the proceedings 
before the Loddon Bench, on the 16th 
inst., at which a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Board of Agriculture to the 
local authority was read, stating the 
Board’s intention to prohibit altogether 
under certain circumstances the move- 
ment of live stock out of the county of 
Norfolk ; and whether that letter of the 
9th inst. was sent under his authority 
and with his approval. 


*THeE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): There is unfortu- 
nately no doubt that the orders which we 
have made in connection with the out- 
break of foot-and-mouth disease have 
not been carried out in Norfolk with the 
same completeness and success as have 
obtained elsewhere. I fully recognise 
the stringency of those orders and the 
loss they occasion, but I have felt justified 
in imposing them in order to prevent 
what would be a great national disaster, 
and I have on several occasions con- 
sidered what course should be taken in 


the event of their not being efficiently 


enforced. My views on the subject were 
therefore well known in the Department, 
and although I did not personally see the 
letter referred to before it was dispatched, 
it was in entire harmony with my feelings 
and wishes in the matter. 


Mr. SOAMES: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture, seeing 
that twenty-eight days have now elapsed 
since the outbreak of foot-and-mouth 
disease in the county of Norfolk, and in 
view of the fact that the Loddon and 
Clavering Union is separated from the 
infected district by a broad river with no 
bridges across it, whether he can now 
remove all restrictions upon the movement 
of stock in that union. 


*Mr. LONG: I do not think that it 
would be safe for me as yet to further 
contract the area of the scheduled 
district, which is not now a very large 
one, and I regret therefore that I am 
unable to adopt the suggestion of the 
hon. Member. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION—REORGANI.- 
SATION COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if he 
can now state whether the Report of the 
Departmental Committee on the reor- 
ganisation of the Board of Education will 
be presented to the House, and when the 
reorganisation is likely to be completed 
as regards secondary and technical educa- 
tion ; and if it is proposed to make any 
Orders in Council transferring further 
powers to the new Board during the 
present session. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The President of the Board 
of Education proposes to make a statement 
shortly as to the proposed reorganisation 
as regards secondary and technical edu- 
cation. It can then be considered whether 
there will be any advantage in laying the 
Reports on the Table. The draft of an 
Order in Council transferring powers to 
the Board of Education was laid before 
Parliament on Friday last. 


DAMAGE TO CROPS FROM RAILWAY 
ENGINE SPARKS. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 

beg to ask the President of the Board of 
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Trade whether he is aware that) damage | introduce legislation in order to teach the 
is done to growing crops and planta- | railway companies how to carry on their 
tios by fires caused by sparks from ordinary traffic. 


railway engines; and, seeing that the Mz GIBSON BOWLES: Then will 
a oe See: sees reawey the right hon. Gentleman abandon his 


a smsaag. — vneeed | attempt to teach fishermen how to catch 
tions to p p sparks fon) 


from their engines, whether any steps are 


taken from time to time by the Board of | = , . : 
Trade to insure the adoption of such pre- * nee ae eS EOLEnICE: OF 
cautions. LYDD. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD) Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): | E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
No, Sir, the Board of Trade are not em- for the Home Department whether his 
powered to ensure the adoption of pre- | attention has been called to the action of 
cautions. The railway companies are magistrates sitting at the monthly petty 
entitled to use locomotives, and, as I sessions at Lydd in refusing to grant 
understand it, they are not liable unless | certificates of exemption from the Vaccina- 
guilty of negligence. Whether there is | tion Acts; whether he is aware that an 
negligence or not must depend on the | applicant named Holdstock, who stated 
circumstances of each case. | that : “epee nies J rate ve the 

ae ee ’ | ground that vaccination ha roved in- 

Mr. JEFFREYS: Can the right hon. | colons in his own family, was uenia 
Gentleman say if the Board of Trade | a. to alleged membership of an anti- 
make any inspection to see that the | vaccination society, and refused a certifi- 
engines are provided with proper spark | ate on the ground that two justices had 
guards ? | to be satisfied ; whether this questioning 

Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir. It is for | and the refusal are consistent with the 


the managers of railways to see that the | Tequirements of the Vaccination Act, 
engines and other machinery used are in | 1898 ; and, what steps he will take to 
compliance with the law. It is not the | &™sure to applicants their statutory rights 
daty of the Board of Trade to inspect. | Under the Act. 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith) *THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
Burghs): Will tne right hon. Gentleman | TH® HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
inquire whether there has not been a | Wuire Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
great increase in the number of fires and | 1 have inquired as to the facts of this 
in the damage done in recent years | “Se and am informed that a certificate of 
owing to the larger number of fast trains | exemption was refused to the applicant 
and their enhanced speed ? | because he failed to satisfy the justices 

| that he had a conscientious objection +o 

Mr. RITCHIE: I do not see where I | vaccination. This is in accordance with 
am to get such information. I have no! the Act ; and it seems to me quite natural 
doubt that the increased speed of trains | and right that justices should question an 
adds to the possibility of fires occurring | applicant with a view to eliciting the 
from the sparks from railway engines, but | grounds of his belief, as to which they 
Ido not see where I am to get informa-| have to be satisfied before granting a 
tion with regard to the increase of such | certificate. 
accidents from that cause. I have no. 
means of bringing pressure to bear on the | THE EXAMINER OF PLAYS. 
railway companies, who are themselves) Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
responsible for the cost of damage result- | [ beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
ing from negligence. Home Department whether he is aware 

Mason RASCH: Will the right hon, that the principle acted upon by the 
Gentleman consider the possibility of | Examiner of Plays in the execution of his 
introducing fresh legislation on the sub- duties is that he is in no way a censor of 
ject ? | morals, but that his duty is solely to read 

| all plays submitted, and, in reporting to 

Mr. RITCHIE: It would really be | the Lord Chamberlain whether such plays 
(ite impossible for me to attempt to | should be licensed or not, to advise that 
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every play which can possibly be approved 
shall be passed ; and, whether, if this is 
a correct definition of the present duties 
of the Examiner of Plays, he will consider 
the advisability of establishing a stricter 
supervision. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: No, Sir. 
The terms of the question do not correctly 
define the present duties of the Examiner 
of Plays. Those duties were accurately 
defined by Mr. Pigott, the former 
Examiner of Plays, before a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons in 1892, 
and were considered satisfactory by that 
Committee. The present Examiner has 
instructions to follow the rules then 


approved. 
Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that the question 
is drawn from a statement of the present 
Examiner of Plays in the columns of the 
Daily Mail last week ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: It may be 
that the Examiner made indiscreet re- 


Questions, 


marks in the course of an interview of .an | 


unexpected character, but I have asked 
the Lord Chamberlain and am informed 
that the instructions are in strict accord- 
ance with those set before the House of 
Commons Committee of 1892 and ap- 
proved by them. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 


Examiner be rebuked for his indiscreet | 


remarks ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I believe 
he has already been. 


TELEGRAPHIC ARRANGEMENTS IN 
MONTGOMERYSHIRE. 

CoLtoneEL PRYCE-JONES (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if the report has 
been received of the inquiry into the tele- 
graphic arrangements at Welshpool, Mont- 


gomery, Berriew, and Chirbury, in the | 
Montgomery, and, if s0, | 


county of 
whether it is proposed to improve the 
facilities, and when. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): With the view of improving the 
telegraph facilities at the places named 
by the hon. Member, the Postmaster 
General has authorised the erection of a 
new wire between Welshpool and Shrews- 
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| bury. The work will be proceeded with 
as quickly as possible, and it will, the 

, Postmaster General hopes, be completed 
next month. 


Questions. 


DENBIGHSHIRE POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware shat the districts of 
Little Mountain, Wheatsheaf, Bradley, 

|Glanllyn, Brynissa, and Rhosrobin, all in 

' the parish of Gwersvllt, in the county of 
Denbigh, contain an aggregate population 
of 2,041,and have only one delivery of 
letters each day ; and whether, seeing 
that representations have been made to 

, Her Majesty’s Postmaster General by the 
Gwersyllt Parish Council as to the desir- 
ability of having a second delivery, having 

_regard to the population of the parish, 
he can promise that arrangements will be 
made for a second delivery of letters in 
the districts named. 


Mr. HANBURY: The application of 
the Gwersyllt Parish Council for a second 
delivery of letters in the day at certain 
places in that district is being considered, 
‘and the result will be communicated to 
the hon. Member shortly. 


| RATES DEPARTMENT OF THE TREA- 


SURY--SEPARATE ASSESSMENTS. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, in 
respect of the estimated payments for 
rates and contributions in lieu thereof for 
the current year, can he state how s any 
separate assessments make up the total of 
£445,000 put down in the Estimates; 
, how many of these items have been altered 

since last year’s Estimates ; how many 
| items are paid as rates fixed by the local 
, authorities ; and how many are contribu- 
| tions in lieu of rates. 


Mr. HANBURY: The number of 
| separate assessments in the books of the 
Rates Department of the Treasury is 
| about 5,000. Of these 5,000 about 500, 

or 10 per cent., have been altered since 

last year’s Estimates. About 100 are 
_cases rateable under special Acts of Parlia- 
| ment ; but as the amounts actually paid 
|are no longer limited to the statutory 
liabilities, the whole 5,000 are now treated 
as contributions in lieu of rates. 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN! 


SCOTCH PRISONS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate, in view of the 
work performed by the Roman Catholic 
chaplains to the Scotch prisons, whether 
he will consider the aclvisability of 


equalising their salaries with the salaries 
payable in England ; and whether any 
representations or applications have been 
made to the Scotch Office on the subject. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): Since 
the administration of prisons in Scotland 
was taken over by the Prison Commis- 
sioners in 1877 the provision made for 
Roman Catholic visiting clergymen has 
heen largely increased. In that year pro- 
vision was only made for one such 
visiting clergyman, at a salary of £70, and 
in 1885, when the Scottish Office was 
established, the number had only in- 
creased to three, with salaries aggregating 
£200, whereas, on the Estimates for the 
current year, there is provision for ten 
such clergymen, with allowances amount- 
ingto £560. The Secretary for Scotland 
trom time to time considers the salaries 
of the prison staff, having regard to the 
merits of each case and the amount of 
work done, but their salaries cannot be 
simply regulated by the salaries fixed in 
England, as such an adjustment has never 
in practice been admitted by the Treasury. 
I may add that no representation has, 
within recent years, been received at the 
Scottish Office on the subject, and the 
Secretary for Scotland is not aware of 
any dissatisfaction existing at the present 
moment in regard to the matter. 


IRELAND—DUBLIN POLICE AND THE 
SALVATION ARMY. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
8.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 


he is aware that several members of the 
Salvation Army were arrested on Sunday 
the 6th instant, in Abbey Street, Dublin, 
and brought before Mr. Mahony, the 
divisional magistrate, who, in sentencing 
them to fines, accused them of profanity ; 
and that, on Sunday the 13th instant, 
two members of the Salvation Army 
walking up and down at the same place 
were surrounded by a mob who struck 
oe of them three times ; and whether | 
steps will be taken to protect the, 
Salvation Army in Irish towns. 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : My attention has been directed 
to the proceedings referred to in this 
,question. I understand that counsel 
acting on behalf of the accused has applied 
to the magistrate to state a case for the 
decision of a Superior Court, and this 
being so, my hon. friend will concur with 
me in the opinion that it is undesirable 
to further discuss the matter at the 
present stage. With reference to the 
last paragraph, it would be the duty of 
the police to afford such protection ; but it 
does not follow from this that Salva- 
tionists, or other open-air preachers, are 
entitled to carry on their services in such 
& way as to cause an obstruction of the 
public thoroughfare, or to endanger the 
preservation of the public peace. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not the fact 
that the proceedings of the Salvation 
Army disturb the services of a number of 
Protestant and Presbyterian churches in 
the street in which they assemble, and 
was it not for their protection that the 
police intervened ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understand 
they intervened because they considered 
the “army ” were causing an obstruction 
of the highway. 


Questions. 


COUNTY WICKLOW MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that mails despatched 
from Euston at night are not delivered in 
Roundwood, County Wicklow, until the 
day after their delivery in Dublin, 
although the distance from Dublin to 
Roundwood is‘only about twenty-five 
English miles ; whether he has received 
a memorial in reference to this matter ; 
and whether, in view of the inconvenience 
caused to the people of Roundwood by a 
delay of twenty-four hours in the delivery 
of the English mails and of the Dublin 
daily papers, he proposes to alter the 
present arrangements. 


Mr. HANBURY: No memorial for 
improved postal accommodation at Round- 
wood, County Wicklow, appears to have 
been received at the General Post Office, 
Lordon. Inquiry is being made with the 
wiew of ascertaining whether the wishes 
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of the inhabitants can be complied with, 
and an answer shall be sent to the hon. 
Member as soon as possible. 


Questions. 


KEMOVAL OF DOGS FROM 
IRELAND. 

Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture if he will have the 
Dogs (Landing from Ireland)’ Order so 


amended as to allow dogs to be tempo- | 


rarily sent from Ireland to England for 
stud purposes, and to pass through Eng- 
land from Ireland to the ports of em- 
barkation for transport to the United 
States, in view of the inconvenience and 
loss caused to the breeders of dogs in 
Ireland by the operation of the Order as 
it is at present enforced. 


*Mr. LONG: It would not, I fear, be 
practicable to make arrangements for the 
landing of dogs sent from Ireland to 
Great Britain for short periods for stud 
purposes, without endangering the success 
of the Order to which the hon. Baronet 
refers. The regulations already provide 
for the issue of licences, under certain 
conditions, in cases in which dogs are 
intended for exportation. I am glad to 


say that a material improvement in the 
position of Ireland in regard to rabies has 
recently taken place, and I hope, there- 
fore, that before long any danger of the 


re-introduction of disease into this 
country may have disappeared, and that 
I may be able to withdraw the existing 
restrictions with safety. 


BELFAST LUNATIC ASYLUM—CASE OF 
ELIZA CLINGAN. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 58.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 
the death of Eliza Clingan, an inmate of 
Belfast Lunatic Asylum, who in her life- 
time was removed to the asylum from the 
Belfast workhouse, whether he is aware 
that the verdict of the coroner’s jury 
found that she had died from phthisis, 
and deplored the curtailment of the open- 
air space at Purdysburn 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
cases of death in England from phthisis 
have been reduced owing to the open-air 
treatment, and considering the finding of 
the jury, he will take into consideration 
the question as to the curtailment of the 
open-air space at Purdysburn Asylum, 
near Belfast. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have not 
yet completed my inquiries in this 
matter ; perhaps the hon. Member wil} 
repeat the question to-morrow. 


BELFAST BOARD OF GUARDIANS— 


CONTRACTS. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he is aware that the 
Board of Guardians of Belfast has recently 
paid to a contractor, without any con- 
tract in writing, a sum above the lowest 


amount which they are by law entitled to 


make without written contract; can he 
state the amount of the payment, and is 
it his intention to take any steps in the 
matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The lowest 
amount of expenditure which a Board of 
Guardians is legally entitled to make 
without a contract expressed in writing 
would appear to be the sum of ten pounds, 
but I would refer the hon. Member to the 
provisions of Articles 16 and 17 of the 
General Regulations of th: Local Govern- 
ment Board, dated 18th December, 1882, 
in this matter. With regard to the 
second and third paragraphs, an inquiry 
has recently been held into the question 
of the execution of works by the Guar- 
dians of the Belfast Union without con- 
tracts having been entered into, but the 
report of the inspector who held the 
inquiry has not yet been received. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 


JUBILEE FUND. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with regard to the 
table of subscriptions which has been 
framed for every rank in the Royal Irish 
Constabulary in connection with the 
Jubilee Fund, whether steps have been 
taken, or will be taken, with a view to 
ascertain the opinion of the force as to 
whether the fund shall retain its present 
form or be converted into a provident 
fund, in which all widows and orphans 
would be entitled to participate. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The table 
referred to in the first part of the ques- 
tion is evidently that contained in the 
printed rules of the fund. The fund is 
one over the administration of which the 


, Government has no control. The Inspector 
‘General is not aware of any reason why 
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guch steps should be taken as are | 
suggested in the second part of the ques- | 
tion. The subscribers generally appear | 
to be satisfied with the present scope and 
objects of the fund, but any suggestions | 
as to changes in rules should be made to 
the secretary of the fund at the depot, 
who will submit them to the committee 
of management for their consideration. 


CapTaIN DONELAN : Have any steps 
been taken to ascertain the opinions of 
the force in this matter ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 


aware of any. 


I am _ not 


MUNSTER—INSPECTORS UNDER THE 
SEED SUPPLY (IRELAND) ACT, 1898. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can give the names of, and the amount of 
remuneration paid to, the inspectors who | 
served in Munster under the Seed Supply | 
and Potato Spraying (Lreland) Act, 1898. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The inspectors 
employed under the Act mentioned were 
not assigned to districts, but were em- 
ployed as occasion required in various 
parts of the country. A list of the names 
of the inspectors so employed will be 
found at page 62 of the 26th Annual Re- 
port of the Local Government Board. 
The inspectors were paid at the rate of 
three guineas a day when on duty, 
together with travelling expenses. 


TRANSFER OF PAUPERS FROM CAR- 
DIFF TO RATHDOWN, CO. DUBLIN. 
SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, 

N.): I beg to ask the President of 

the Local Government Board whether | 

his attention has been called to an 
order of the justices of Glamorgan, | 
dated 30th April last, under which | 

Ellen Webster, the widow of an American 

sailor but a native of Ireland, which 

country she had left many years ago, 
was with her three children, aged 
respectively eight, seven, and three years, | 
transferred from the Cardiff Union to | 
the union of Rathdown, in the county of | 

Dublin, she not having acquired a settle- | 

ment in England ; and whether he would | 

take steps to have the Bill for the Re- | 
moval of the Poor to Ireland, which has | 
not as yet been passed by the House of | 

Lords, so amended as to meet the hard- | 


{21 May 1900} 


|Government Board have 


746 


ship of such a case and prevent its recur- 
rence, 


THE SECRETARY to tor LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 


Questions. 


|RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): I am informed 


that Mrs. Webster was born in Ireland, 
and lived there until the age of eight, 
when her parents emigrated to America. 


| She was married to an American in that 
/country, and remained there till about 


seven months ago, when she came to 
Liverpool. She arrived at Cardiff only 
two days before her admission to the 
Cardiff workhouse. . I could not under- 
take to suggest any amendment of the 
Poor Removal Bill to meet such a case as 
this. 


COOTEHILL (CO. CAVAN) URBAN 
COUNCIL CLERKSHIP. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Urban Council of Coote- 
hill, county Cavan, duly elected Mr. 
Peter Smith as clerk of the council on 


| 26th March, and notified the appoint- 


ment to the Local Government Board, to 
which after two applications there has 


been no reply ; and whether there is any 


reason for this delay on the part of the 
Local Government Board. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Local 
informed the 
Urban District Council that their ap- 
proval of the appointment of clerk to the 
council is not necessary. There was, I 
understand, some delay on the part of 
the Board in conveying this intimation to 
the District Council, but the delay was 
due to a misunderstanding of the minute 


| of the Council. 


CORK COUNTY GAOL—DEATH OF A 
PRISONER. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary te the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 


‘has been called to the evidence given at 
|an inquest recently held at the Cork 


County Gaol in connection with the death 
of a prisoner named Andrew Cull, and to 
the comments of the coroner upon the 
occasion ; and whether, in view of the 
circumstances of the case, it is proposed 
to institute a further inquiry. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 


the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
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The deceased had been committed to 
Cork Prison on the 9th April under 
sentence of one calendar month, with 
hard labour, for insubordination in the 
workhouse, and he died in the prison on 
the 7th May. The coroner observed that 
the medical officer of the prison should 
have discharged the prisoner. The 
medical officer has no such power, and 
the Prisons Board are of opinion that the 
medical officer did not fail in his duty in 
not recommending the prisoner's dis- 
charge for the consideration of the Lord 
Lieutenant, in whom alone is vested the 
exercise of this power. The illness of the 


Questions. 


prisoner became suddenly so critical that | 


he could not have been discharged, and 
no advantage would have been obtained 


by ordering his discharge from prison, | 


when, in all probability, he would have 
been retransferred to the workhouse. 


Upon the information before me I see no 
sufficient grounds for directing a further 
inquiry into the matter as suggested. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right | 


hon. Gentleman say how long the man 
had been in custody when he died ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Less than a 
month. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: His sentence was | 
but a month, but how long was he in gaol | 


before he died ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: He was com- 
mitted on the 9th April and died on the 
7th May. 

Dr. TANNER: Was there any special 
medical report ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Only that of | 


the medical officer. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Did the 
medical officer of the Prisons Board visit 
the prison after the conviction of the man 
and before his death ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot say. | 


CapraAIn DONELAN: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say when the man first 
complained of being ill ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No. If any 


further information is wanted I must ask | 


for notice. 


REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS BILL. 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 


{COMMONS} 
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whether the Government, in spite of the 

‘assurances they have given that a Redis- 
tribution of Seats Bill would be brought 
in and passed before a General Election 
takes place, have abandoned all intention 
of iotlien with the question of redistri- 
bution in the present Parliament. 


Tue FIRST LORD oF tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Ido not think it possible or desir- 
able to give a programme of legislation 
beyond the session in which we are en- 
gaged. 


Mr. COGHILL: That is not an answer 
to the question on the Paper. 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will arrange for placing in the library the 
Ministerial answers to all questions which 
have appeared on the Notice Paper, as 
answers to questions relating to foreign 
affairs are now placed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The obstacles 
in the way of carrying out such a sugges- 
tion are insuperable. I have answered 
| this question more than once, and if the 
‘hon. Member will refer to the answer I 
gave on 17th February last year* he will 
‘find in some detail the obstacles which 
render the scheme impracticable. 


THE RELIEF OF MAFEKING—BUSI- 
NESS OF THE HOUSE—THE WHIT- 
SUNTIDE HOLIDAYS. 

Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I wish to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury a question as to 
which we are all very anxious—whether 
he can now relieve the anxiety of the 
House in regard to the Whitsuntide 
holidays. (Cries of “ Mafeking! ”} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As Mafeking 
has been mentioned, although in a some- 
what irregular manner, I may say that 
my right hon. friend the Secretary for 
the Colonies informs me that he has 
heard from Sir Alfred Milner, who has 
himself heard from General Barton, who, 
as the House knows, is not very far from 
the scene of action, that Mafeking was 
relieved on Thursday, the 17th. This 
| information, though, has not yet reached 


| *See The Parliamentary “Debates [Fourth 





beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | Series}, Vol. Ixvi., page 1290. 
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usfrom Lord Roberts. As regards the 
question of the right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for Stirling Burghs, I have to, 


say that the holidays, I think, should 
hegin on Tuesday of next week, and will 
last, I hope, until Thursday, 14th June. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : 


And what will be the business next| Member of the 


week ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 
next the Report stage of the Railways 


(Prevention of Accidents) Bill will be. 


taken. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: 
House sit on the Tuesday 1? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, to move 
the adjournment. Whether we sit for 
anything else is doubtful ; I should think 
probably not. 


Will the 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to give | 


notice that if the right hon. Gentleman 
moves the adjournment of the House on 
the Tuesday, and thereby cuts out the very 
important Protestant question (Church of 
England Elementary Schools) I have upon 
the Paper, there will be a very wide 
protest made both in and out of the 
House. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): Will the Ship- | 


building Vote be taken before Whitsun- 
tide ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Not till after. 


NEW BILL. 


POST OFFICE SITES. 
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!SEA FISHERIES BILL (NOMINATION 
| OF SELECT COMMITTEE). 
Mr. Vaughan - Davies, Mr. George 
| Doughty, and Mr. Harry Foster nomi 
nated Members of the Committee. 


| 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
|“ That General Goldsworthy be another 
Committee. ” — (Sir 
William Walrond.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I hope it will not be thought it is from 
‘any want of respect for the hon. and 
gallant Member that I propose to vote 

against this resolution. But I wish to 

make a short explanatory statement of 

the reasons why I think he should not be 

a member of the Committee. The House 

is aware that this Committee is to sit 

| upon a Bill which proposes to regulate the 
number of inches a sole shall measure 

before it is capable of being sold. It must 

be, I believe, eight inches. The House is 

also aware. I presume, that there is no 

provision enabling the Committee to send 

for persons, Papers, etc., and I believe 

it is intended that the Committee shall 

take no evidence whatever, but shall 

‘simply have the Bill before it as it is. 
That being the case, it becomes extremely 

‘important that the Committee should be 
a fair one, and that it should be composed 
|of persons who have some knowledge of 
'sea fisheries. It is proposed that it 
‘should consist of thirteen members, and 
/only three of these are known to be 
| against the Bill. The Government will 
' therefore have a majority of ten. As re- 
| gards the hon. and gallant General, he is, 
| we know, a gallar.t soldier, and he is also 
' Member for Hammersmith; but as I am 
credibly informed that there are no sea 


Bill to enable Her Majesty ’s Post- fish to be found at Hammersmith I can- 
master General to acquire Lands in pot understand how he can be expected to 
London, Bristol, Ilford, x Sheffield and | have any local knowledge of sea fisheries. 
Southampton for the public service; and | He occupies a useful position as Chair- 
for other purposes, ordered to be brought | man of the Kitchen Committee, and I am 
in by Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Akers | pound to say that under his auspices 
Douglas. there has been some amelioration of the 

eo a 'complaints as to the supply of food to 
POST OFFICE SITES BILL. | seins of this House. Pat even that 

“To enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster | would not render him competent to deal 
General to acquire Lands in London, | with sea fish, until at any rate they arrive 
Bristol, Ilford, Sheffield, and Southampton | at the boiling stage. Consequently, Sir, I 
for the public service; and for other | dothink the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
purposes,” presented accordingly, and jis not the sort of Member to be placed 
read the first time ; to be read a second | upon this Committee. He would neces- 
time To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill | sarily be favourable to the Government. 
228. | I will not say that he would vote pre- 
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cisely as they wish, but I do think it 
highly probable that he would do so. 
There are other Members of this House 
who have a certain knowledge of sea 
fisheries who have not been invited to 
join the Committee. I shall mention no 
names, but I have observed that almost 
all those who have taken a prominent 
part against this Bill, and who have some 
knowledge of sea fisheries, have been 
eminently distinguished by the Govern- 
ment by being left outside the Committee. 
I end my remarks by repeating the hope 
that it will not be supposed for one 
moment that I am taking this action 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


the military or Parliamentary capacity of 
my hon. and gallant friend, who I am 
sorry to see is not in his place. I do 
it solely because I think there are too 
many Government Members in favour of 
the Bill on the Committee, and because I 
hold that there ought to be more Members 
who have a knowledge of sea fisheries, 
The hon. and gallant Member possesses 
no such knowledge, and I shall therefore 
be obliged to take a division against him, 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 212 ; Noes, 


because of any want of belief in either | 77. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. ! 


Aird, John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baillie, JamesE. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHonA.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, RtHnAHSmith-( Hunts 
Barry,SirFrancis T. (Windsor) 
Beach, RtHonSirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaygree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A. (Glas. 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Sayzer, Sir Charles William 
Secil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J. (Birm 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Commins, Andrew 

Cooke, C. W. K. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 








AYES. 


Courtney, Rt. Hon Leonard H. 


(Division List No. 130.) 


Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs. 


Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


| Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Drage, Geottrey 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Sir F.H.(Southampton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J. (St Geo.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gunter, Colonel 

Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Haliane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth 
Helder, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 





Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lecky, itHon William Edw. H. 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. 
Long, RtHn Walter( Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir P. Chas. John 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Mure, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt HnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
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Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
0’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northmb.) 
Pease, SirJoseph W,(Durham) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
Ritchie, Kt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Colomb, Sir John Chs. Ready 
Crombie, John William 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Evans, Sam. ‘T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gartit, William 

Gold, Charles 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, Johu Patrick 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


Sir Cameron Gull, 


{21 May 1900} 


Rutherford, John 

Sandon, Viscount 

Sassoon; Sir Edward Albert 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanark. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 





Sir 


Ure, Alexander 


NOES. 


| Hogan, James Francis 

| Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jones, David B. (Swansea) 

| Kilbride, Denis 

| Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
| Labouchere, Henry 

| Leng, Sir John 

| Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Maclean, James Mackenzie 


M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Captain Cecil Wm. 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 





O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Perks, Robert William 





Brampton 





MacNeill, John Gordon Swift , 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh, N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Ro vert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Tanner. Charles Kearns 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts. 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Woods, Samuel 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 
| TELLERS 


FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. 
Price. 


He said: I understand that Iam unable 
to move that 


the Committee ‘have 


Gurdon, Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. Graham 
Murray, Mr. Pretyman, Mr. William 
Redmond, Mr. Ritchie, Mr. Rothschild, 
and Captain Sinclair nominated other 
Members of the Committee.—(Sir Villiam 
Walrond.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That five be the quorum of the Com- 
mittee.” —(Sw William Walrond.) 


*sin J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
had the following notice on the Paper— 


“That the Committee have power to send 
for persons, Papers, and records. That seven 
be the quorum.’ 





power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records,” and my hon. and gallant friend 
is not permitted to move that the evi- 
dence of the Royal Commission and Select 
Committee be referred to this Committee. 
In fact, there is no provision for the 
Committee taking any evidence at all, 
and under these circumstances I think 
the quorum should be raised. I propose 
to take out the word “five” and put in 
“seven.” 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot move that Amendment to a Motion 
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vote against the proposal that five be the 


quorum. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F | 
Aird, John : 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, JamesE. B. (Inverness) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Barry,SirFrancis T.( Winder) 
Beach, RtHon SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, KR. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn..J.(Birm. ) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Commine, Andrew 

Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Kt HnSirJ.(Mane’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert. Bannatyne 
Fisher. William Hayes 

Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 


Mr. Speaker. 


{COMMONS} 


He can only 


116. 


AYES. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gunter, Colonel 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn.A Staveley (Staffs. 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell. William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
Lowe Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shad well, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. 
M‘ Ewan, William 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F, 


Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.(Yorks. | 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton. Edward Philip 
Moore, Wiliiam (Antrim, N,) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


NOES. 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


| TELLERS 


Bill. 756 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 184 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 131.) 


Morton, ArthurH.A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Ht. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Plunkett,Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Purvis, Robert 


Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Rt.Hon.SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Sandon, Viscount 
Sassoon, Sir itdward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Rt. Hon. J.G.(Ox. Unv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,J osephPowell-(Birm 
Wilson,J. W. (Worcestersh.N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.} 
Wodehouse,Rt, Hn. E. R.( Bath} 
Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrigotson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks,E.) 
: FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bart, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Crombie, John William 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Evans,Samuel T. (Giamorgan) | 
Evans,SirFrancisH (South’ton | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 
Gold, Charles 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley | 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton | 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heaton, John Henniker 


| Maclean. James Mackenzie 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 


{21 May 1900} 


| Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 

| Hemphill,Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 

| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 

| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Johns m-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 

| Jones, David Brynmor (Swan. 


Kearley, Hudson KE. 
Kilbride, Denis 

| Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 

| Labouchere, Henry 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 


| Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU | 
| 


M: Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Montazu, SirS. (Wuitechapel) | 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | 


| Moss, Samuel 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| Oldroyd, Mark 
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Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Reckitt, Harold James 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


| O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 


Reid, Sir Robert Tireshie 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Smi'h, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 


| Weir, James Galloway 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,J ohnCarvell( Notts. ) 


| Wills, Sir William Henry 
| Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 


Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid; 


| Wilson, John (Govan) 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woods, Samuel 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


NOEs — 
Sir John Colomb and Mr. 
Price. 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 


Birmingham, W.) : In moving the Seeond 
Reading of this Bill I want to call the 
special attention of the House to the 
amendments which we have embodied in 
the Bill and which constitute the differ- 
ence between our Bill and the Bill as it 
was originally presented to us by the 
delegates from Australia. I mentioned, 
in introd:xcing the Bill,* that there were a 
certain number of drafting alterations of 
no serious importance to which the dele- 
gates had agreed, and I do not propose to 
refer to them again. 
trifling in extent, and, as I say, of no 
serious importance. But there were two 
points of very considerable importance. 
The first was the application of the 


They are very | 


| We considered that a doubt had been 
created as to whether that would apply 
to the work of the Commonwealth. That 
doubt arises entirely from the introduc- 
tion into the Commonwealth Bill ot a 
definition of the word “colony” as “a 
colony or province,” which seemed, there- 
fore, specially to exclude ‘‘ common- 
wealth.” But having had the advantage 
of further discussion with the delegates, 
Her Majesty’s Government and the dele- 
gates from Australia are now entirely 
agreed that the best way of meeting this 
difficulty and of removing any doubt will 
be to omit from the Bill the words defin- 
ing acolony. When those words go out 
the doubt which they raised will cease to 
exist, and it will be unnecessary to make 
any further alteration. So far, there- 
'fore, as this point is concerned, we 
have come to a_ perfectly satisfactory 
agreement. Perhaps I ought to say here 
that when I speak in future of the dele- 
| gates from Australia I refer specially to 
'the delegates from New South Wales, 








oeomape ps Validity Act to the legis-| Victoria, South Australia, and Tasmania. 
ation of the Commonwealth Parliament. | [f js well known that the delegate from 
* For discussion on Introduction and First | Queensland differed from his colleagues 


Reading of the Bill, see page 46 of this volume. | in regard to the important point of the 
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appeal. The question of the right of | 
appeal is undoubtedly one of very sub- 
stantial importance, and I have explained 
the principles upon wiich Her Majesty’s 
Government proposed to deal with it. I 
stated, in the first place, that we had 
‘come to the conclusion that, whatever our 
opinions might be as to the value or ad- 
vantage of any particular provision in 
the Australian Bill, so long as it dealt 
exclusively with Australian interests, it 
would not be wise or desirable that the 
Imperial Parliament should interfere. 
We might make suggestions, as indeed 
we have made suggestions, but if they 
were not accepted on behalf of the 
Australian colonies we did not 
think it was our duty to interfere 
or to insist upon amendments against 
their settled convictions. On the 
other hand, I also ventured to lay 
down as an important principle that 
wherever the interests of Her Majesty’s 
subjects outside Australia or of Her 
Majesty’s possessions outside Australia 
or our relations with foreign countries 
were concerned-—in those cases we were 
acting as trustees for the En.pire, and we 
had a right to claim that the existing 
power of appeal should in no way be 
lessened or affected. I confess that in 
the discussion which I have had the 
honour of having with the delegates I 
have never seen that there was any very 
real difference of opinion between us. It 
is quite true that Clause 74 as it stood in 
the Bill violated the essential principle 
which I have laid down. It did propose 
to limit the right of appeal in cases in 
which other than Australian interests 
were exclusively concerned. But even in 
Clause 74 as it was originally drawn 
there was an exception made. The 
clause read — 


“No appeal shall be permitted to the Queen 
in Council in any matter involving the inter- 
pretation of this Constitution or of the Consti- 
tution of a State unless the public interests of 
some part of Her Majesty’s dominions other 
than the Commonwealth or a State are in- 
volved.” 


It is perfectly evident to me from the 
introduction of those limiting words that 
the framers of the Constitution at the 
convention themselves recognised a 
distinction between matters which were 
Australian and matters which were extra- | 
Australian. But the distinction in that | 
clause did not go far enough. The phrase | 
“public interest ” was so ambiguous tbat | 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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it rendered it uncertain whether the 
private interests of investors, for instance, 
or of any body of Her Majesty's subjects 
would be held to be the public interest of 
any portion of Her Majesty’s possessions, 
and a very large class, therefore, of 
British subjects interested in Australia 
would be shut out from their full right 
of appeal by the clause as it was originally 
drawn. I pointed out, also, what perhaps 
from the Imperial point of view was of 
even greater importance, that questions 
of foreign relations which might arise in 
many subjects which were permitted to 
the Federal Parliament to legislate upon 
would also be excluded from all possi- 
bility of appeal to the Privy Council. It 
seemed to me that that was a matter of 
so much importance to the United King- 
dom especially and to the Empire at large 
that we could not, in consideration of the 
duty and responsibility imposed upon 
us, agree to the Bill as it stood in that 
respect. We endeavoured to meet these 
objections, which we ourselves felt, and 
to make what we believed was the in- 
tention of the Australian people and of 
their representatives more clear by 
amendments which have been embodied 
in the Bill and which are made certainly 
not in our interest alone, but in pursuance 
of that trusteeship to which I attach so 
much importance. I ventured to say, 
when I was introducing the Bill, that the 
proposal of these amendments by Her 
Majesty’s Government was not likely to 
be in any way resented by the people of 
Australia. I repudiated altogether the 
notion that they would be construed asa 
flouting of their representatives or an open 
rebuff to themselves. I said there was no 
fear whatever, in my opinion, of any 
serious conflict between ourselves and 


/our kinsmen in Australia, and that the 


discussions had been, and would be, con- 
ducted throughout in a friendly spirit. My 
confidence has been, I think, wholly justi- 
fied. These proposals of ours have been 
before the people of Australia now fora 
full week, and anyone who has taken the 
trouble to read the reports which 
have come home to us will be con- 
vinced, as I am, that our proposals 
have been favourably considered in 
most cases, and in all cases generously 
considered, by the people of Australia. 
The evidence shows that the people of 
Australia recognise thoroughly the spirit 
in which we proposed these amendments, 
and that they ridicule the idea that any 
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insult was intended or was conveyed by | 


these amendments ; and they have shown 
their willingness to give the fullest con- 
sideration to those arguments which we 


have put forward in their support. But | 


this treatment of the subject has not, I am 
glad to say, been confined to the people 
of Australia. 
[ have referred, and who, no doubt, 
differed from us in the first instance in 


regard to this matter, have treated it sub- | 


sequently in precisely the same con- 
siderate spirit. They also have been 


willing to recognise that we have a duty | 
thrown upon us which we cannot ignore, | 


and they have endeavoured in every pos- 
sible way to meet our wishes and to pre- 
vent any disagreement. No doubt they 
came to this country in the belief that 
they had a mandate to secure, if possible, 


the passage of this Bill intact ; and I do | 


not fora moment doubt that they would 
have preferred, if we had been able to 
agree with them, that the Bill should 
have been passed exactly as it was pro- 
duced in Australia ; but, finding that to be 
impossible, they have, asI have said, treated 
the matter in a most considerate spirit. 
They have discussed with us various 
methods of meeting the objections which 
we took to the original Bill, and, so far as 
the four delegates are concerned, I am 
happy now to be able to inform the House 
that we have come to an absolute agree- 
ment. This agreement follows exactly 
the principles I have laid down. That is 
to say, it leaves Australia absolutely free 
to take its own course where Australian 


interests are solely and exclusively con- | 


cerned, and it makes provision in all 
other cases, in which other than 
Australian interests are concerned, 
that the right of appeal shall be 
fully maintained. The delegates pointed 
out to us that their desire, and what they 
believed to be the desire of the people of 
Australia, was that where differences arose 
as to the interpretation of the Constitution 
between two States or between any one 
State and the Federal Parliament, and 
where, therefore, Australian interests 
were exclusively concerned, they should 
have the right of dealing with such 
questions finally in Australia, and I at 
once admitted, on behalf of Her Majesty’s 
Government, that that was entirely in 
accordance with the principle which we 
had constantly laid down—that if it could 
he shown that in questions of that sort 
Australian interests were 


{21 May 1900} 


The delegates to whom | 
'by both parties, and that experience 


exclusively | 
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concerned, we claimed no right what- 
ever to interfere with their decision. 


| Accordingly we have agreed to exclude 


that particular case from the clause in, 
which an appeal lies to the Privy Council. 
But we asked that, inasmuch as experi- 
ence has shown, in the case of Canada, 
that an appeal in such cases was valued 


might show in Australia that it would be 
in the future a desirable thing to have a 
Court free from all prepossession, to: 
which both parties could appeal, words 
should be inserted giving this right of 
appeal in every case in which both parties 
consent. The effect of this understand- 
ing will be that Clause 74 will be exactly 
reversed ; that whereas, in the original 
clause, appeal was to cease in all cases 


‘except where the public interests of some 


portion of Her Majesty’s dominions out- 
side Australia were concerned, in the 
clause as we now propose to insert it an 
appeal will lie in every case, except in 


' the cases where Australian interests alone 


are concerned. That, I think, is a form 
of clause which gets rid of practically 
every one of the difficulties which I 
anticipated when I referred to the 
original clause in introducing the Bill. 
There was another point to which we 
also took exception. It was a provision 
in the Bill which gave the Federal Parlia- 
ment the right to pass laws amending or 
limiting the right of appeal. The dele- 
gates pointed out to us that this right is 


' inherentin the powers,of every Parliament 


in Australia. The Parliament of every 
single State in Australia has, in its general 
powers to make laws for the peace, order, 
and good government of the country, 
the power, if it pleases, to make laws 
limiting the right of appeal, and that 
power is subject to the right of Her 
Majesty to disallow or to have reserved 
any Bill dealing with the subject. The 
delegates contended that, as their Constitu- 
tion specifically refers to the subjects which 
alone can be treated by the Federal 
Parliament, it was necessary specifically to 
mention this subject, or else the Federal 
Parliament would have less power than 
the Parliaments of the constituent States. 
The reasonableness of that we fully 
acknowledged, but we felt that if we 
specifically gave this.power by this Con- 
stitution we might be assumed to be 
giving away the right of reservation 
with regard to this subject. It 
appeared to us to be quite possible 
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that hereafter we might be dccused | of Appeal now stands, but I wish to guard 
of breach of faith if, when the Federal | myself against being supposed to be abso- 
Parliament had legislated, we had re- lutely pledged to the exact words. All 
served a Bill under the powers given to | this business has had to be conducted 
us in another clause of the Constitution. | under a certain amount of pressure, and 
The House, probably, is aware what the it may be that, by mutual agreement, 
ates “s gegen 89 is. When = Act | we Roa find yen — rene: in a 
passed by a self-governing colony is| particular word may hereafter be neces- 
reserved it is treated as a dead letter, and | sary and desirable. As it stands it is as 
it does not come into operation at all | follows— 

unless in the course of the next two years| ,, Appeal 40 thin Quewn im Council. 

2 ; y ral ifies ‘ . ‘ Pye, | j LI. NO ques- 
Her Majesty formally signifies her assent. | tion howsoever arising as to the limits i 2a se 
She has not, however, to announce her | of the constitutional powers of the Common. 
disallowance, or to veto the Act ; she has | wealth and those of any State or States, or as 
only to refrain from allowing it. Now, | to the seer inter se of ~ prea en 
= : Nee 5 | powers of any two or more States, shall be 
the delegates have agreed that. if the | capable of final decision except by the High 
power to deal with the subject is main- | Court, and no appeal shall be permitted to the 
tained in the Bill there shall be added | Queen in Council from any decision of the 
this proviso :—“ Provided that in every | ye coon 9 + ng tn _— unless by 

b ‘ e wf 1e consent oO e Executive Government o 
such Case such Act shall be reserved for the Governments concerned, to be signified in 
Her Majesty’s pleasure.” So that, whereas | writing by the Governor-General in the case of 
all other legislation of the Common- | the Commonwealth and by the Governor in the 
wealth comes under the general rul | case of any State. 
os aca tee reimervad. if of goannas nd ‘“‘Except as provided in this section this 

,} "yr se : : | Constitution shall not impair any right which 
shou d deal with this specific and delicate | the Queen may be pleased to exercise by virtue 
subject then the proviso is that it must be | of her Royal prerogative to grant special leave 
reserved, and, of course, Her Majesty’s of appeal to Her Majesty in Council. Parlia- 
Government . the time bein will baw ment may make laws limiting matters in 
a full He ane | which such leave may be asked, provided that 
a full opportunity of considering what | any Eeuones laws containing any such limita- 
the nature of the legislation is and what tion shall be reserve! by the Governor-General 
advice they should give to Her Majesty | for Her Majesty’s pleasure.” 
~~ regard sie cae hel “a — ae I have spoken entirely of the four 
ese ee ‘endl "i. ~~ sah cre ed delegates, representing four cclonies, 
ec cgule-udmaege Ri oy de ae t - ave whom I have named. There are two 
Ger aie he "elemen meet t They s of other colonies that were concerned in 
er r rg erat aprmeny m4 «te this matter. One is Western Australia, 
“ « $- we ove rie or, “t ‘ns 1€Y | which has not, of course, up to the 
aie i eta a "a te oF being present time agreed to enter the federa- 
os , sige J 2 t T hs elegates of tion, but to whose Parliament and people 
aan meerena  Coneennnn ave received ‘the question is very shortly to be pit 


this morning the following letter from) Fyrom the officer administering the 


the four gentlemen named— Government of Western Australia I have 
“ Whitehall Court, May 2ist. _ received the following— 
“Commonwealth of Australia Bill. “In reply to your telegram from Mr. Barton, 


“Sir,—In relation to our interview of last | forwarded to my responsible advisers through 
Thursday, we have no hesitation in accepting | the Premier of New South Wales, my respon- 
your offer to substitute the amendments then | sible advisers prefer the amendments proposed 
discussed in place of the amendments at by the Imperial Government to those suggested 
present proposed in the Bill, and thus secure | in the telegram of Mr. Barton. They consider 
its passage without further alteration. We | that there should be no power in the Federal 
thank you heartily for so far meeting our Parliament of limiting matters of appeal to 
request that our Bill should be accepted with- the Queen in Council, and are of opinion that 
out alteration. ‘in all matters there should be a right of final 

“ We have the honour to be, Sir, | appeal to one tribunal for the whole Empire.” 
your obedient servants, 


“EpMoup BARTON. I communicated, of course, to Mr. Dick- 


“ALFRED DEAKIN. | 800, the delegate of Queensland, the pro- 
“C. C. Kinaston. | posals which had been made, and which 
“P. O. Fysu.” appeared to Her Majesty’s Government 


I will read to the House the form in which | to be satisfactory. He telegraphed accord- 
the amendment with regard to the Court | ingly to his Government, and he has 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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received from them, late this afternoon, 
the following reply— 
“Do not approve of modifications suggested 
by Mr. Barton in Imperi«l amendments. Our 
t anxiety with regard to the retention of 
the plenary appeal to the Privy Council has 
been to ensure that constitutional disputes 
shall be referred to an impartial tribunal free 
from local bias. It is out of the question that 
the successful party in the Federal Court 
would consent to appeal to Privy Council. 
Hope Secretary of State fur Colonies’ original 
proposal will be given effect to ; public opinion 
within colony strongly in favour of it.” 


Of course it is evident from these two 
telegrams that the two colonies con- 
cerned greatly prefer our original pro- 
posal. We appreciate very much fhis 
support of the views which we expressed. 
We have not altered those views in the 
slightest degree. We think that in the 
interests of Australia herself it would be 
most desirable that the plenary right of 
appeal should be preserved, but we cannot, 
in accordance with the principle to which 
we have committed ourselves—namely, 
not to interfere where exclusively Aus- 
tralian interests are concerned—we cannot 
take sides with the two colonies as against 
the four. If even yet it were still pos- 
sible to persuade the representatives of 
the four colonies to make a further con- 


cession, nothing would give greater plea- , 


sure to Her Majesty’s Government. But 
that is a matter which, in our view, must 
be discussed between the colonies them- 
selves. Probably it would be better dis- 
cussed by them in Australia, and we shall 
be prepared to register their decision, 
whatever it may be. I hope that, 
after the statement which I have 


been able to make, the House will not | 
think it necessary to delay the progress ' 


of this Bill by any considerable discussion. 
Immediately the Bill has passed a Second 


Reading, I propose to lay upon the Table | 


the form which the amendments will take 
in order to carry out this agreement. I 


hope that its very early passage may then | 
I hope that | 
the Bill will be passed unanimously, and | 


be confidently anticipated. 


Ifirmly believe that in that case, even 
without any such further alteration as 
Queensland and Western Australia desire, 
the House may pass the Bill with the full 
conviction that in sanctioning the union 


of Australia they have in no way impaired | 


or weakened the unity of the Empire, and 
we shall he able to contemplate the con- 


summation of this great achievement with- | 


out the slightest drawback to the pride 
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‘which we feel in the wisdom and the 
patriotism of our Australian kinsmen. 


Constitution Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I can- 
not but express the gratification which I 
am sure will be shared not only by the 
people of this country, but by Her 
Majesty’s subjects throughout the length 
and breadth of the Empire, at the wel- 
come but not wholly unexpected 
announcement which the right hon. 
Gentleman has made. This is not an 
ordinary occasion. This is a measure 
which transcends by reason not only of its 
intrinsic importance but of the influence 
which its adoption must exercise on 
the future of the Empire—a measure 
which, I venture to say, transcends 
in interest and magnitude almost 
any legislative proposal of our time. 
Therefore it woulu have been unfortunate 
if it had not been most cordially wel- 
comed by all sections of opinion in this 
country, and received the unanimous assent 
of all parties in this House. The several 
Australian States have grown from infancy 
to manhood almost within living memory. 
Each of them has developed a character 
and individuality of its own. All alike 
have contributed to the strength and 
vitality of the Empire. But the Austra- 
lian Commonwealth, the Commonwealth 
of the future, is a whole which we 
believe is destined to be greater than the 
sum of its component parts, and which, 
without draining them of any of their 
life, will give to them, in their corporate 
unity, a freedom of development, a scale 
| of interests, a dignity of stature which, 
alone and separated, they could never 
command. This great constitutional 
instrument, itself a most characteristic 
product of the methods and spirit by 
which the English-speaking races work out 
for themselves their own political salvation 
—this great constitutional instrument was 
certain, as I have said, to receive, as it 
has received, a cordial welcome from all 
shades of opinion in this country. During 
\the last few weeks it has appeared as 
though that welcome might be marred 
by one discordant note. But I am 
, sure I am speaking the unanimous opinion 
of this House when I. say that we all 
rejoice that, by a wise exhibition of tact 
_on the one side and the other, whatever 
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differences may have emerged are now 
forgotten in a settlement which reflects 
equal honour on the Colonial Secretary 
and the Australian delegates, and that 
this great fabric, which has been so skil- 
fully and laboriously built, may now be 
launched without friction or delay 
on a voyage in which it will carry 
with it, not only the fortunes of the 
Commonwealth, but the hopes of the 
Empire. 
right hon. Gentleman has made it would 
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not think there is the slightest difference 


of opinion in this House. But, again, there 
must be clear and unmistakable proof 


After the statement which the | 


that proposals which have received the 
unanimous assent of a large section of the 
Empire (such as these proposals have 
received) are inconsistent with Imperial 
interests, before the Imperial Parliament 


would be either disposed, or think 
it its duty, to interfere. As we 
know, traces of such danger have 


‘been discovered, in the case of this 


be only a waste of time to pursue in any | 
detail matters which have been the sub- | 
ject of controversy during the last few | 


weeks. 
it would be right to let the occasion pass 
without saying one or two words—which, 
as far as I am concerned, will not be 


couched in a controversial spirit—both on | 


the character of the difficulties which 
have arisen and the nature of the settle- 
ment by which they have now been 
happily overcome. 
and I believe everyone in the House 
accepts, the two canons which the nght 
hon. Gentleman laid down last week, and 
has repeated to-night, as to the principles 
which should govern the action of 
Parliament in a matter of this kind. 
What are they ! On the one hand this 
Bill—being as it is the mature outcome of 
nearly a generation of agitation and dis- 
cussion ; having run, as it has, the gauntlet 
of debate in the representative Conven- 
tionsand in the Legislatures of the separate 


At the same time, I do not think | 


| 


| 
{ 


Bill, in the 74th clause in the form 
in which it was passed by the people of 
Australia, and in which it was originally 
presented to us. Expressing my own 
opinion, which, I think, is widely 
shared, I say those dangers have, in my 
judgment, been greatly exaggerated in 
some quarters. I am not complaining of 
the action of the Government, because | 
think they were bound, by the necessities 
of their position and by the duty they 


I accept to the full, | owed to the country, to exercise a most 


scrupulous and, if I may use the phrase 
without offence, an almost jealous vigil 
ance before, on their authority, they sub- 
mitted them to the Imperial Parliament. 
But there has been in some quarters a 
certain amount of unnecessary exaggera- 
tion. In my judgment if there ever 
were any danger—I do not myself think 
there is—-of the people of Australia using 


'the powers given to them by this Act in 


a manner hostile or injurious to the 


‘interests of any other part of the Em- 


colonies ; having been, finally, solemnly | 
ratified by the voice of the vast majority | 


of the Australian people—comes before us 
with the almost overwhelming presump- 
tion that it represents their deliberate 
judgment on the form of their future 
government. That is a presumption which 
ought not to be lightly displaced. On 
the other hand, I agree entirely with the 
right hon. Gentleman that we, in this 
Imperial Parliament, are by the necessities 
of the case the ultimate custodians and 
trustees of Imperial interests ; that that 
is a duty we cannot abdicate without 
being false to the mandate which sent us 
here; and, however wide and authoritative 
may be the representations made to us 
from any part of the Empire, we are bound 


pire, this danger would arise far more 
from the clauses that confer legislative 
powers upon their Parliament than from 


' the clauses which confer the power of in- 


vo interfere—we have not only a right, but | 
a duty tointerfere—if those plans should | 


be inconsistent with the welfare of other 
parts of the Empire, or offer menace or 
danger to our Imperial interests. As to 


the cogency of these two principles, I do | 


Mr. 


Asquith. 


terpretation upon their Courts. I am not 
saying that these dangers are real dangers, 
but the right hon. Gentleman in his 


| speech last week instanced in his cate- 


gory of subjects in which possible injus- 
tice, or at any rate disagreement, 
might arise, maritime jurisdiction, the 
Pacific Islands, foreign enlistment, 
and external affairs. These are all among 
the cluster of subjects as to which the 
power of legislation is given to the 
Federal Parliament of the future, and, in 


| my judgment, we are, on the whole, better 
‘protected against any possible abuse of 


those powers by the right which is con- 
ferred upon the face of the statute itself 
upon the Imperial Government either to 
veto, or still more to reserve them for 
Her Majesty’s approval, than by any pro- 
vision limiting the powers of the Courts, or 
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providing for appeal on questions of in- | 
It is quite obvious that. 
‘and on another day according to the 


terpretation. 
you may have a statute as to the inter- 
pretation of which no Court could 
je in doubt, and the 
would be no protection to Imperial in- 
terests in the case of a statute of that 


kind, whereas the power given to the | 


Government to reserve it before it re- 
gived approval is an ample and sufficient 


afeguard against any danger of that sort. | 


That being so, may I add that I am one 
of those who look forward to the constitu- 
tion of a real Imperial Court of Supreme 
Appeal, a Court not to be forced on the 
colonies against their will, but a Court of 
sich character, having such attributes, as 
vould appeal to every part of the Empire, 
and under such arrangements that the 


prerogative of the Crown and leave to | 


appeal to the Queen in Council upon fit 
questions and upon proper conditions 
would not be regarded as a fetter that 
vould be dangerous, but as a safeguard to 
liberty. I think that the House will 
agree—and the matter is not foreign to 
the discussion on this Bill—that the con- 
stitution of such a court is desirable, 
not in order, as is sometimes stated, to 
have a uniform interpretation of the laws 
ofthe Empire. You cannot have a uni- 
form interpretation of diverse systems of 
law. One of the great glories of the 
Roman Empire was that the system of 
jurisprudence which we know as the 
Roman law extended in its application 
practically throughout the Empire. 


Napoleon will be remembered by the | 


oily beneficent act of his life which re- 
mains, and which still influences the lives 
and the actions of the vast Continent of 
Europe over which his dominion was 


away all the separate systems of local law 
which prevailed in Europe, and substi- 
tuting the Code Napoleon, with its com- 
jarative simplicity and reasonableness, 
did undoubtedly introduce a uniformity 
flaw throughout his empire. That has 
wot been the method of the British 
Empire. Our method has been totally 
contrary. We have always proceeded on 
the principle of jealously preserving and 
maintaining local laws and usages. Go 
into the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Vouncil for a single week and watch its 
operations. 
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74th Clause | 


} 


You will see it deciding on. 
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as it prevailed before the Revolution 
modified by subsequent Canadian statutes ; 


common law of England as modified by 
Australian or New Zealand legislation ; 
and at the end of the week according 
to the customs of the Hindu or 
Mohammedan law. It is one of the 
great glories of our jurisprudence and 
one of the great links that have kept our 
Empire together that our Courts have 
maintained, most jealously and scrupu- 
lously, the integrity of these different 
systems of law which conform to the 
historical traditions and local necessities 
of the different parts of the Empire, and 
have prevented, as far as they can, any 
filtration of ideas from a foreign source 
of law which might permeate and corrupt 
another system. It is not because we 
want a uniform interpretation of law that 
we desire this great Imperial Court, but 
because we wish there to be here, at the 
centre of the Empire, a Court so authori- 
tative and weighty from its composition 
and the attainments of its members 


that all our different colonies and 
dependencies, when questions arise, 
such as are certain to arise even in 


Australia among the different States that 
constitute the Commonwealth, will look 
upon it as a tribunal of unsuspected in- 
partiality and possessing that authority 
which no local Court, of however high a 
character, could attain to. I am certain 
the constitution of such a tribunal as 
that will be one of the best links by 
which we can maintain the unity of the 
Empire as a whole. But it is only fair to 
our Australian fellow-subjects to say that, 


‘at the time when this Bill was framed 
}and submitted to the judgment of the 
mee overspread. Napoleon, by sweeping | 


Australian people, not only was no such 
Court in existence, but, so far as we know, 
there was no such Court contemplated. 
If they had at that time a knowledge that 
it would form a part of the scheme of the 
Government or the Imperial Parliament 
to constitue a tribunal of that kind, I 
doubt whether Clause 74 would ever have 
appeared in the Bill. It is said you have 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. I desire to speak with the 
utmost respect of the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council. It would be in- 
vidious to mention the names of living 
members, but I do think that an opinion 


one day a question according to the upon any question of law to which the 
Roman Dutch law ; on another question late Lord Herschell and the late Lord 
the same according to the French law | Watson assented is as likely to be right 
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as any proposition can be, in a spnere in, 


which there is so much of what used to 
be termed “contingent” matter as the 
field of practical jurisprudence. But for 
some reason or other the 
of the Privy Council have been very 
little resorted to by our Australian 
fellow-subjects. The Attorney General 
gave us the other night the figures, and I 
think there is something less than an 
average of twenty cases in thé year ; and 
when we remember what Australia is, its 
area and population, the growing com- 
plexities of its industrial and commercial 
interests, and, above all, that healthy zeal 
for the pursuit of justice according to law, 
which is engrained in the British tempera- 
ment, and not changed by sky or climate 
—putting all these things together, it 
does show, in my judgment, a certain 
want of confidence in the tribunal, a 
certain disinclination to resort to it, that 
we find appeals from Australia so few 
year after year. I believe that tendency 
will be reversed, and an exactly opposite 
current of feeling created, if such a change 
were made as I have ventured to suggest 
in my last few sentences. I come now to 
the difficulty alluded to by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and his method of solving it. 
I confess if I had been drawing up a 
Constitution for Australia I should very 
much have preferred to have left this 
question of appeal as it was left in the 
Constitution ot Canada, because it appears 
to me there is very good ground for 
the contention that a distant court 
removed from local prepossessions, 
and even, perhaps, from local knowledge, 
may be said on constitutional questions 
to be a more impartial arbiter. But I 
cannot see in the proposal Australia made 
and approved—namely, that they should 
keep their constitutional questions for 
home consumption, and not export them 
from time to time for decision in this 
country—I cannot seeinthatanything that 
in the least degree militates against our 
Imperial unity, or constitutes any danger 
to other parts of the Empire. I quite 
agree that the provision ought to be con 
fined to matters purely Australian, and as 
I read ti > clause in its original shape that 
intention seemed to be given effect to; 
but if that intention is made more clear, 
as the right hon. Gentleman and _ his 
advisers think it is, and as the Australian 
delegates appear to believe it is, by 


Committee | 
‘further to limit the right of appeal to the 
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reversing the form of the clause into an | 


affirmative from a negative shape, I am 
Mr. Asquith. 


Constitution Bill, 


quite sure nobody will make the least 
ebjection to the change. There is one 
other point I think more serious—namely, 
the proposal to reserve to the Federal 
Parliament of Australia the power still 


Privy Council. That is a point on which, 
in my judgment, we were already suffi- 
ciently protected against any real grievance 
by the Governor’s power of veto or 
reservation, as the case may be, expressed 
on the face of the statute. If, as the 
right hon. Gentleman has said, ambiguity 
has been suggested in the construction of 
the statute as a whole, so that it might 
be left open to the contention that the 
power of reservation does not apply to 
this case, I agree with him that it is most 
desirable and prudent to place it there in 
connection with the clause itself, so that 
we may avoid all future complications. 
What is the conclusion of the whole 
matter? I have come to the conclusion 
that there was never any very great gulf 
of difference between the opinions of the 
Government and the Australian delegates. 
I do not wish to use language of recrimi- 
nation, and I have not, I think, indulged 
in it; but I think we must all regret— 
and perhaps the right. tion. Gentleman 
more than any of us—that at the time 
when negotiations were going on in 
Australia, when proposals were submitted 
to the various Australian legislatures, dis- 
cussed, and put to the referendum of the 
whole people—I am sure we must all 
regret that more attention was not paid 
to this particular point, and that what I 
am certain would have been a friendly and 
fruitful interchange of opinions, thereby 
avoiding misunderstandings, did not take 
place. I can quite understand, and I give 
the right hon. Gentleman full credit for 
it, that he may have felt indisposed to 
obtrude the Imperial factor into a purely 
domestic discussion, and that he may, 
perhaps, have been over-scrupulous in 
abstaining from anything even in the way 
of suggestion which might seem to bias 
the opinion of the Australian people or 
the Conventions. I have only to say in 
conclusion that I believe men of all parties 
in this House, now that these difficulties 
have been got rid of, will join in welcom- 
ing this measure as, perhaps, the most 
signal illustration in our history of the 
successful development of that process of 
reconciling local liberty with Imperial 
unity which is the strength and safeguard 
of the British Empire. 
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Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I simply desire, as one having 
considerable interests in Australia, to ex- 
press my high gratification at the settle- 
ment of the question that has been arrived 
at. The arrangement will be received with 
great rejoicings throughout that important 
Southern land. Before concluding these 
brief remarks, | wish to compliment the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies on 
his tact and wisdom in inviting to this 
country the brilliant band of Australian 
statesmen—the delegates here—who not 
only have helped to arrive at an amicable 


settlement, but by their eloquent speeches | 


have enlightened the people of this country 
on the resources of Australia, and its 
patriotic regard for the mother land. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I have 
heard with a glad heart the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies ; for I was pained by 
the reflection that in the condition in which 
this question was left after the First Read- 
ing of the Bill, agreement on a question 
of transcendent importance should be 
marred by a seeming disagreement on a 
wholly insignificant point. ‘The difference 
was almost microscopic when we analysed 


on the one hand the principles of action | 


laid down by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and on the other hand the methods by 
which those principles were to be applied 
in dealing with this Bill. I think that, 
under the circumstances, it is our 
duty—at any rate I think it mine 
—to omit all consideration of how 
Clause 74 stood in the Australian 
draft, and how it stood in the Bill as 
introduced into this House, and, in fact, 
how it stands to day; because as it 
stands to-day I think that it has_practi- 
cally received the assent of Australia 
herself. If I may make an observation, 
it would be that there are one or two 
points in the view of expediency laid down 
by the Colonial Office in the course of the 
discussions with the Australian delegates 
in which I would have agreed with the 


| 


{21 May 1900} 





Constitution Bill. 774 


| States and the Commonwealth, if they so 
| please, I am not sorry that, by the free 
| communications which have taken place, 
| there have been elicited some slight modi- 
| fications in the expression of that view in 
| the Act of Parliament. I speak from ex- 
| perience ; because I know that in the 
| country whence I come, while a different 
/set of circumstances obtains and 
there are different provisions, there is yet a 
| written Federal constitution ; and it was 
found with us that where bitter contro- 
_versies had been excited, where political 
passions had been engendered, where 
considerable disputations had prevailed, 
where men eminent in power and politics 
had ranged themselves on opposite sides, 
/it was no disadvantage, but a great 
| advantage, to have an opportunity of 
appealing to an external tribunal such as 
the Judicial Committee, for the inter- 
| pretation of the Constitution on such 
matters. Therefore I rejoice at two 
things : first of all, at the indication that 
there may be, under certain circum- 
stances—I agree not very probable cir- 
cumstances, for it is part of human 
nature to suppose that litigants successful 
in Australia would hardly consent that 
their action should be re-tried elsewhere 
—resort should be had to such a tribunal; 
'and, in the second place, that an increase 
in the effective strength of that tribunal is 
also recognised as essential. And so I pass 
away altogether from that phase which 
‘might have been, but for the settlement 
which has been arrived at, the centre of 
discussion ; and I turn to that which has 
_become—as, in my opinion, it ought 
always to have been—the only subject of 
debate here, tne great work which has 
been achieved and its immediate and 
remoter possible future effects. Now, 
some words upon that larger aspect might 
‘reasonably be expected from these 
‘benches to-day. It is natural that we, 
the representatives of the great bulk 
‘of the Irish people, should desire to 
express our cordial congratulations to that 
large proportion of the population of 





Office, and questioned the arguments of | Australia which is of our race and blood ; 
the delegates, while there were many con- | aye, and to that still larger proportion of 
siderations in which I think the Colonial | the population which, though not of our 
Office were wrong and the delegates | race or blood, has extended to usa steady 
tight in these details. But I would add | and important sympathy in the interest 
that while I was prepared to affirm, as I | of our Irish national aspirations--that we 
now affirm in the strongest sense, the | should extend our cordial congratulations 
absolute right of the Australian people to | to Australia at large, and especially to 
ask that there should be no appeal here | those Australians with whom we are kin, 
in matters wholly internal and affecting | on the achievement of their great end. It is 
their own constitution as between the! natural that we, the representatives of an 
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ancient nation, claiming here, though as yet 
failing to obtain, the recognition which is 
our due, should express our earnest good 
wishes for the unending duration and 
increasing magnitude and unmarred pros- 
perity of that new nation which is to be re- 
cognised by the Act we are now passing. 
And we rejoice, we who some years ago 
accepted upon high invitation from this 
Island the federal system and principle asa 
plan for the settlement of the Irish ques- 
tion, as a plan for the substantial recog- 
nition of our nationality and freedom, 


consistently with the ideal of a united and | 


reconciled Empire for common concerns 
—we, I say, who accepted that view, natu- 
rally rejoice upon every occasion on 
which, here or elsewhere, the federal 
principle receives striking exemplifica- 
tion and is successfully applied. We 
hope, indeed, that some day you will deal 
with Ireland, whose case is in some impor- 
tant aspects far easier, in the same spirit in 
which you have dealt with other communi- 
ties. You have dealt with them in the fuli 
belief that local freedom means Imperial 
unity. I regret that at this moment, 
called auspicious for Ireland because of 
the Royal visit and the ordered wearing 
of the green, that at this moment, 
called auspicious for the Empire because 
it celebrates the inauguration of a new 
federal sister nation amongst the com- 
munities of the Empire in Australia— 
a nation founded by the wholesome pro- 
cess of long deliberation and popular con- 
sideration, and sanctioned by overwhelm- 
ing majorities yonder and by unanimity 
here ; that at this moment, called auspicious 
by some authorities for the Empire because 
in another corner of it you believe you 
are laying the foundation, in an unhappy 
soil moistened by blood and tears, and 
shaken by force and arms in South Africa, 
of a new—-shall I say ?—of a federal sister 
nation in distant days to come. I regret 


that, at this auspicious moment, personages | 


most conspicuous in the counsels of the 
party opposite should have thought it 


fitting to intermingle with these elements , 


audacious travesties of the facts with 


reference to the terms and conditions | 


of the Home Rule settlement, and of the 
sentiments, feelings, and pledges upon 
which that settlement was accepted by 
the Irish people. To mix small things 
with great, may I add one phrase of regret 
that at this moment, said to be auspicious, 


because you recognise the importance of | 


reorganising your Imperial tribunals of 


Mr. Blake, 


{COMMONS} 


' common action. 





Constitution Bill, 776 


final judicature upon the principle of the 
representation here at home of the great 
communities abroad ; when you are per- 
suading and have ceased to coerce the 
people to try their cases here, you make 
the opportunity, for some trumpery pur- 
pose of mere Ministerial convenience, to 
deprive Ireland of the right granted by 
understanding and sanctioned by custom, 
the right which for several years she has 
enjoyed, of that same principle of repre. 
sentation in the Court of final judicature 
in which her concerns are to be deter- 
mined. I pass from these subjects of 
regret with this word, that the great 
transaction in which we are engaged con- 
tains encouragement in all its elements 
far higher than those trivial causes 
of discouragement, and gives us heart to 
persevere in the effort to press upon the 
minds of those to whom we have to look 
for relief the conviction which we our- 
selves entertain, that it is not merely m 
Australia or Canada, or the remote corners 
of the earth, that the principles of liberty 
lead to Imperial unity, reconciliation, and 
They would do so with 
even greater force at the heart and centreof 
the Empire. What is strong in those 
principles, though oceans may roll 


between, is strong also—aye, stronger 


still—if applied to the centre and core and 
heart, or what ought to be the heart, of 
this Imperial realm; and we shall get 
hope that you may some day give liberty 
to Ireland in order that you may make 
that country reconciled to union upon 
the federal principle. May I touch one 
personal note? I feel it a great privilege 
to speak in this House to-day on this 
question. Colonial born myself, I have 
witnessed the birth of the Canadian, the 


‘first great federal constitution in the 


Empire. Engaged for thirty sessions 
in two legislatures, in Government 
and in Opposition, in working and 
developing, and making practical the 
paper forms in which the  consti- 
tution is written, and that in both its 
provincial, federal, and imperial aspects, 
and for ten sessions here a humble 
labourer in pursuit of the recognition of 
the federal principle as a means of con- 
solidating the Empire at home through 
justice and freedom to its parts, I rejoice 
to be able to say some words of cheer and 
congratulation to my fellow-colonists on 
the other side of the globe upon the work 
they have accomplished ‘fhe Colonial 
Secretary the other day entered very 
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naturally into some historical and critical 
considerations with reference to the 
Canadian as contrasted with the Australian 
plan. Into these I will not follow him. I 
will only say that I cannot wholly agree 
with everything he said with reference to 
the Canadian Constitution. I do, how- 
ever, agree that that constitution, owing 
to circumstances which it would take too 
long to detail, has more of a centralising 
element than is to be found in the 
Australian Constitution, and that 
from those circumstances and the form 
of its clauses arose long and _ bitter 
controversies, now happily settled ; and 
that very largely by what is the main 
element even in a written constitution for 
settling controversies—the common sense, 
the discretion, the determination, and 
the decision of the people at large ; but 
also, as is sometimes essential where there 
is a written constitution, by the decisions 
of the Courts. In many respects the 
people of Canada manifested the need of 
compromise in the structure of their 
constitution. The Canadian Constitu- 
tion contains many propositions which 
are, to my mind, quite illogical, and some 
of which [ have never seen a defence ; nor 
I must own, as a humble student of 
written constitutions, have I been able to 
observe absolute perfection in this 
Australian draft now before us. But, 
after all, that is not necessary or even 
common here. After all, in all consti- 
tutions the great and saving elements 
are in the men who work them—in their 
spirit, patriotism, moderation, and good 
sense, and their determination to work 
for the best interests of the people. 
Although we ought, no doubt, to make 
the best theoretic constitution we can, 
it is upon those saving elements, after 
all, that we shall have to depend; for a 
very inferior constitution, well worked, is 
very much better than the best you can 
conceive if not worked in the right spirit. 
To these elements it is that I trust when 
I survey this draft. The Colonial Secre- 
tary has stated in terms not too large the 
magnitude of this achievement. My right 
hon. friend has followed him in the same 
vein. Yes, Sir, this is one of the greatest 
things that has been done. But remember 
itis not we who are doing it. Thus and 
thus only can we justify ourselves when 
We are intending in the course of an 
hour or two to pass the Second Reading 
of this great and transcendent Bill. 
I will undertake to say that from those 
who made this constitution and are really 
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| responsible for it, it has received quite 
| different treatment. It has demanded 
weeks of debate and years of deliberation 
' from those who are to live under it ; it fur- 
| nishes almost interminable topics of discus- 
sion ; and yet we are rightly asked by the 
| right hon. Gentleman opposite, and by my 
‘right hon. friend, to agree that we have 
nothing to say about it. Then who has ? 
The Australian people! I might, as I have 
said, as a humble student of constitutions, 
throw out suggestions with reference to 
some of the most important elements of 
this work; but I will not even name 
those elements on which I doubt; for 
where we cannot amend, it is needless 
and harmful to assault. And the constitu- 
tion, whatever may be its drawbacks, is, 
and I hope it will stand, a noble fabric fit 
for the habitation of such men as those 
who have made it and defended it. Itisa 
noble fabrie, fit for noble ends. Yet it may 
not be useless to touch for a moment upon 
the genesis of these two great instruments 
of Parliament , so as to find and to follow 
our duty here to-day; and to recognise 
clearly what a difference thirty-three years 
has made in our methods, and in the ad- 
vance of popular rights. Thirty-three 
years ago the Canadian Constitution was 
passed. At that time in my country, 
save in one province where local cir- 
cumstances made it necessary, there was 
no general election on the question. At 
that time there was no elected convention 
to prepare the constitution. At that 
time there was no textual preparation of 
a Bill. At that time there were but 
Ministerial delegations speaking in con- 
| ference, resolutions framed by them, reso- 
lutions submitted to the Assemblies, 
addresses to the Crown for legislation not 
at all in the form of a Bill, correspon- 
dence with the Ministry at home, and 
Ministerial representatives despatched to 
Westminster to confer as to the 
framing of the measure. It was 
framed for introduction here with some 
few provisions in the supposed Imperial 
interest, and with a few others which 
these colonial delegates thought them- 
selves authorised to insert, and so it passed. 
Yet even then misfortune followed from 
the non-adoption of more popular methods ; 
for this Parliament was appealed to 
‘by one of the smaller provinces—the 
province of Nova Scotia, where a mori- 
bund Legislature, elected before the ques- 
tion was on the horizon, had passed an 
address for the Union—this Parliament 
was appealed to by the people declaring 
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that they were opposed to confederation. 
You did not recognise that protest. You 
determined to accept the voice of the 
Legislature, and the Act was passed. I 
should have dilated upon this subject 
but for this settlement, because it shows 
the vast importance of obtaining and 
acting upon recognised popular opinion 
when expressed in the genuine manner 
by the people concerned. The circum- 
stance that Nova Scotia had not had the 
opportunity the Australian States have 
had of speaking injured the success of 
federation for at least twenty years, and 
has been got over only within a recent 
period. But even then Parliament passed 
that great Bill as you intend to pass this 
Bill. It regarded the measure as a treaty 
or convention between the provinces, and 
passed it, if I recollect aright, without 
any substantial alteration. Now all 
the elements lacking then are present 
here. You have the march of popular 
government and administration shown 
here. You have the methods by which 
the popular sanction should be obtained 
laid before us. You have popular reso- 
lutions and authority from legislatures. 
You have freely elected conventions fram- 
ing the constitution. You have Acts 
authorising popular referenda, and you 
have popular sanction thereupon. You 
have the text of the Bill so framed and 
so approved ; and it is upon that we act. 
There never was an instance of such long 
consideration and such deliberate sanction, 
and thus the case for absolute acceptance 
here in all domestic affairs is infinitely 
stronger even than it was in the case of 
Canada. I join in the regret expressed 
by my right hon. friend, a moment 
ago, that at quite an early stage 
otf these Australian discussions the 
Imperial Government did not come 
to a conclusion as to what they thought 
vital to Imperial interests, and did 
not communicate what they thought abso- 
lutely essential. I believe that discussion 
initiated, as I think it ought to have 
been, on the other side or here, at an 
earlier period, would have prevented that 
which might have been an unhappy cir- 
cumstance connected with this measure. 
Now I quite agree that a vote on a 
referendum does not and cannot imply 
the same measure of assent to all the pro- 
posals contained in the measure. There 
is no opportunity for separate expression. 
It is yea or nay to the whole. But the 
people knew, as we know, that this con- 


Mr. Blake. 
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| stitution was the fruit of compromise and 
concession. They knew that it was 
created as the best that was feasible by 
their trusted leaders whom they had 
commissioned to do their work. They 
may have had even a distaste for some 
of its provisions. What, after all, the 
people had to determine was whether they 
would take it all or leave it all. And 
by what you rightly call overwhelming 
majorities in every colony---though not 
at all so overwhelming as those you 
refuse to recognise every day in Ireland 
—this constitution was actually passed 
and accepted. In this great transaction 
in all matters exclusively Australian, and 
that is as regards almost all in the Bill, 
we are not in any sense its authors. The 
decision may be right or wrong, it may 
be fortunate or unfortunate for Aus- 
tralia; but it is their affair, not ours. 
This creature has not been conceived in 
the womb of this mother of Parliaments. 
We do but take her on our knees for 
adoption. We give her a name and place, 
and title, and a blessing. But we know 
that she was begotten, fashioned and 
born on the other side of the globe. Nor 
is this attitude of ours a humiliating 
attitude for the mother of Parliaments. 
It is but a wise, temperate, and dignified 
recognition of the march of events, of 
the spread of popular government and 
popular control. It is indeed a recogni- 
tion of the fact that this is rather a 
daughter who is coming of age than a 
child new born ; that she is able to speak 
for herself, that she has become ir truth, 
as has been said, rather a being now 
grown up, and is now rather a sister 
than a daughter nation. Indeed on this 
view only can the links of empire be 
maintained. But I may be asked what 
links are left if on this principle we 
deal with this great transaction. You 
may say, “Are we mere registrars of 
Australian plebiscites ? May we not dis- 
cuss and decide?” I agree in the 
principle laid down on both sides as to 
matters exclusively Australian—that we 
are but the registrars of the Australian 
will. As to these we are trustees for her 
of our legislative power, and should use 
it according to her wish. But as to 
matters touching the public interests of 
the Empire, or of parts of the Empire 
beyond Australia, we are the trustees for 
the whole Empire, including Australia. 
We should give her wishes full considera- 
We should weigh fully her views 
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on matters which, though they may | great colonies and this kingdom—the ties 
extend beyond her bounds, are yet} of goodwill, the sentiments of affection 
mainly her own concern, We eter ee contentment, pride and patriotism, 
yield what we may. We should choose | springing, no doubt, in great part from 
between the evils of concession, and the | common blood, but really maintained and 
perhaps greater evils of dissent. But in | strengthened, mainly everywhere and ex- 
the last resort we must decide in the/clusively in very important quarters, 
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general interest of the whole. You see 
I goa long way with the Colonial Secre- | 
tary’s general principles of action, which, | 
truly followed, settle the late difference, | 
and conclude points of infinitely greater | 
moment than that on which for a time | 
he broke with the delegates. I rejoice 
that our attention is no longer fastened | 
on a minor point which would have | 
obscured the magnitude of this great | 
transaction, which would have exaggerated | 
the importance of that minor point, | 
which would have aggravated the | 
character of the very difference, which | 
would have lessened enormously—-and | 
this is a most important practical con- | 
sideration—the chances of a favourable | 
result as to the utility of the jurisdiction | 
you were asserting. If you had the) 
Australian people against you, how many 
appeals would you have, and how much | 
respect would your tribunal secure? On 
that ground alone it-was of the greatest | 
consequence to those who most value the 
retention of the tribunal that a settle- 
ment should have been reached. What, 
then, most marks this great achievement ? 
It is the application by the free and well- 
considered judgment of the Australian 
people of the federal system of govern- 
ment to that immense continent, thus | 
giving the best chance of good govern- | 
ment and contentment to each of the 
states of which that continent is composed, 
and to the nation in which they are 
united as one Commonwealth. So much 
for Australia by herself. Now what of 
Australia as part of the Empire? The 
effective and unified government which 
will be set up for the nation through the 
mediun of the Commonwealth will make | 
easier of accomplishment all the present 
pressing Imperial problems as to Australia. 
That is the point to which my mind now 
most turns. Agreeing in the principle:of | 
leaving to the Australians all the details 
from the local aspect, I ask myseif 
whether by this transaction in which we | 
are engaged we are really facilitating the | 
management of Imperial problems between | 
ourselves and Australia. 
and why? Because this transaction 
entered into at their instance strengthens 
the only real ties of union between the 


where the tie of blood does not exist, 
by virtue of the local freedom they 
have obtained, by virtue of the autono- 
mous growth of their nationalities, 
by virtue of the development, 
the peace, security, and _ progress, 
enjoyed under local self-government by 
these great communities within this 
Empire. Again, it is helpful to the 
disposition of the Imperial problems 
between us and Australia, because the 
Commonwealth, with a greater area, 
larger and more varied interests, wider 
views, and unified political powers, will 
obviously deal with Imperial matters in 
a higher and broader spirit than could be 
expected of smaller and separated States, 


and will thus greatly ease Imperial 
negotiations. I would appeal only to 


successive Ministers concerned in this 
country as to whether that has not been 
the case with regard to Canada. I know 
it to have been the case from the colonial 
side. I know the spirit that has prevailed 
when questions arose of this description, 
and I know, how far that spirit was due 
to the consideration I have referred to. 
I have said Imperial negotiations, because 
for many years I, for my part, have 
looked to conference, to delegation, to 
correspondence, to negotiation, to quasi- 
diplomatic methods, subject always to 
the action of free Parliaments here and 
elsewhere, as the only feasible way of 
working the quasi-federal union between 
the Empire and sister nations like Canada 
and Australia. A quarter of a century 
past I dreamed the dream of Imperial 
Parliamentary federation ; but many years 
ago I came to the conclusion that we have 
passed the turning that could lead to 
that terminus, if ever, indeed, there was 
a practicable road. We have too long 
and too extensively gone on the lines of 
separate action here and elsewhere to 
go back now. Never forget—you have 
the lesson here to-day—that the good 
will on which you must depend is due to 
local freedom, and would not survive its 
limitation. Never forget what has passed 


I say we are;|in the course of this brief controversy. 


It is another evidence that the real link 
is good will, and that the root and founda- 
tion of that link is the local freedom, 
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which you give so freely everywhere | cam with the problems of the hour, taking: 
except in one small part of the Empire. | care above all things to keep a free hant 
I do not think Pan-Imperial Parliamen- | for those of the future, for grave problems 
tary federation is within the bounds of | there are which certainly loom before us, 





possibility. And this conviction it was 
which made it impossible for me, with 
every sympathy, to join in the efforts of 
the late Imperial Federation Leagues. 
Ido not in the least degree think this 
Bill is a step towards Imperial Parlia- 
mentary federation. On the contrary, I 
believe it is distinctly a step the other 
way. Because the greater the power, the 
greater the success, the higher the ambi- 
tion of united Australia, the less the likeli- 
hood of her surrendering to a Parliament 
sitting on the other side of the globe, in 
which her representation would now be 
scanty, the powers you give to her to 
wield at home. 
finally reconciling the national aspirations, 
as they may develop, of these distant 
communities with British connection, 


the great problem of reorganisation re- | 


mains inscrutable. Let us maintain, at 
any rate, the essential element of good 
will. I believe the condition to be not as 
the Colonial Secretary said in his speech 
on the First Reading. I do not believe, as 
he said, that the links that bind you to your 
colonies are slight and slender. I do not 
believe, as he said, that they could be 
snapped by a touch. I believe them 
to be strong and real. 
them to be absolutely impalpable, not 


founded on costly appeals, not on your | 


clauses of reservation, not on your powers 


of disallowance, and not on the para- | 


mount legislative power of this Parlia- 
ment. 
things. But they are not the real links 
that bind the whole. You frankly agree 
that if the great colonies say ‘“ Let go,” 
you will let go. Thus your coercive 
powers, useful in their little measure, are 
useless here. What then are these 
impalpable links on which alone you can 
depend ? I warn you once again, from 
the deepest conviction of my soul, that 
while these links are strong and real, they 
are links of good will, founded on local 
freedoms. That this is so is exemplified 
to-day in the concessions you have freely 
made to the principle of nationality, the 
principle of self-government and of local 
freedum, which will enable this people, 
under the egis of the Empire, to go their 
own way according to their own view in 
all those matters which concern 
own interests. 
essential element. 


Mr. Blake. 


That great problem of | 


But I believe | 


I am not complaining of these | 


their 
Let us then guard that 
Let us deal as best we 


Let us give a warm welcome to the 
Australian Commonwealth, and hope its: 
glorious fate may be to set 

| “The bounds of freedom wider yet,” 


'and that West Australia now, and 
| distant New Zealand later, may find 
| adequate common ground to justify their 
_aceession to the Union. May I repeat 
|as a last word the hope that the day 
| may come when the-eyes of Her Majesty’s 
| Government will be opened, and that they 
/may see fit to apply at home the prin- 
|ciples which have ruled their treatment 
| of Australia to-day. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): The 
| statement made by the Colonial Secretary 
' has relieved some among us of the neces- 
| sity of offering remarks which would 
have been in order had the Bill remained 
|in the form in which it was introduced. 
| There are very few words that I intend 
to say, and they will certainly not be of 
a controversial character. May I recall 
to Members of the House what passed 
when, in 1885, this House considered the 
Bill which established a Federal Council 
for Australasia. There were many of us 
then who were impressed with the nar- 
rowness of the scheme laid before the 
House for the joint action of the Aus- 
tralasian colonies, and seeing how narrow 
was that scheme, and how little pro- 
spect, apparently, that the colonies of 
Australia should be brought together 
with larger powers under a common body, 
we scarcely hoped that we should live to 
see so great an advance, and that now in 
1900 the House should be asked to pass 
the Second Reading of a Bill for uniting 
|those colonies in a great federal com- 
|munity. It is a great event and a great 
work. Very rarely in history are such 
constitutions framed, and those who 
know with what interest and sympathy 
/and curiosity countries living under @ 
written constitution, like the United 
States, look back upon the days and the 
'men by whom that constitution was 
framed, may form some conception of the 
interest with which generations to come 
| will look back to the circumstances which 
surround us, and the negotiations that 
have been proceeding recently, to the 
Australian conventions and votes of the 
| past nine years, and to the Parliamentary 
proceedings on this Bill to-day. It is, I 
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believe, the only occasion in history on 
which an instrument of government 
had been framed which is intended 
to operate for a _ whole 
I hope that one may be permitted to say 
that even to the British Parliament, with its 
long an” famous record, it is a new honour 
to be invoked for such a purpose and to 
exercise its power in passing an enactment 
like this. This Federal constitution has 
been made with much difficulty and after 
long delay. Nine years have been spent in 
debates, and in the course of these 
debates many occasions have arisen when 
the difficulties seemed almost overwhelm- 
ing, but the perseverance, the hopefulness, 
the public spirit, and the patriotism of the 
statesmen of Australia have overcome al] 
those difficulties, and they have come to 
us with an instrument which, I believe, 
will be of the highest possible interest 
to the students of all constitutions, because 
it has many elements of novelty. It is 
based upon the lines of our British Con- 
stitution. It embodies its most ancient 
and valuable principles, it proposes to 
carry out a system of responsible Cabinet 
Government, and yet at the same time it 
has borrowed many features from the 
constitution of the United States. It has 
taken from it and from the constitution 
of Switzerland the federal principle, and 
it has adopted, unlike the constitution of 
Canada, the principle of delegating the 
powers of the central authority and 
reserving the powers of the local Parlia- 
ments. In these respects it is a unique 
creation, and I am persuaded that the 
students and the statesmen of all civilised 
countries will watch with the greatest 
curiosity and interest the progress of 
government under this new  constitu- 
tion. May I add one or two words 
on the general subject? The progress of 
the negotiations and the debates which 
have led to the enactment of this consti- 
tution have coincided with the constant 
growth of the belief in the colonies them- 
selves that it will tend to strengthen the 
ties that bind them to the mother country. 
When the project was first mooted 
I well remember that there were 
some who said: “This is the beginning 
of the end. Australia desires to be a 
nation, and when she is a nation she will 
have little need of the mother country.” 
These ideas have been singularly falsified 
by the result, because, I believe, every 
year these debates have gone on has 
strengthened the feeling in Australia, 
which has now happily spread to our- 
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continent. | 


| approved. 
effect of the amendments read by the 
Colonial Secretary, I agree with them. 


them. 
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selves, that the ties can be closer, and the 
| co-operation can be better between the 
/mother country and a united Australia 
| than with an Australia composed of diverse 
|and unconnected colonies. There is also 
another thing we ought not altogether to 
forget, and that is how much we owe, 
in the drawing closer of the ties between 
the Australian colonies and ourselves, to 


| the fact that our institutions are monarchi- 


cal. The prolongation, by the blessing of 
God, of the life of our present sovereign, 
the reverence and affection for her enter- 
tained alike in all parts of the Empire, 
have been a very powerful influence in 
drawing all parts of the Empire to- 
gether. That is all the more reason why 
nothing should come in to mar the har- 
mony of the proceedings when enacting 
this constitution, and I am bound to say 
it was with the greatest feeling of 
relief and satisfaction on this side of the 
House, as has been so well said by my 
right hon. friend, that we heard the state- 
ment made by the Colonial Secretary. Ido 
not for amoment deny that Her Majesty’s 
Government had an absolute right to 
scrutinise most closely the propositions 


laid before them by the Australian 
colonies. As trustees for the Empire it 


was their duty to examine any pro- 
position affecting the Empire as a whole. 
That duty was just as clear as is the legal 
right of Parliament to enact that which 
commends itself to the judgment of Par- 
liament. But considering that this con- 
stitution had had not only the approval 
of the Australian conventions, but had had 
the solemn sanction of a popular vote taken 
in five colonies, incomparably more im- 
portant than any private and unauthorised 
opinions which could possibly be collected 
from the colonies, such as those that were 
put forward by the Colonial Secretary 
last Monday, I think it is immensely 
to be desired that we should not vary in 
any way from the substance of what that 
popular vote has approved, and I am happy 
to think that the Bill in the form in which 


‘it is passed by this House will in sub- 
| stance, if not in the very letter, carry out 


what the popular vote in Australia has 
As far as I can follow the 


They do not really differ from what the 
Bill, as approved by the Australian 


| people, contained ; and that is why we on 


this side of the House are satisfied with 
We have argued that the Aus- 
tralians should obtain what they asked 











787 Commonwealth of Australia 


{COMMONS} 





Constitution Rill. 788 


for, and the Government have now con- | cases must always be expected as possible 


ceded it. I venture to sav for my own 
part, speaking with the greatest possible 
deference, I somewhat regret the final 
decision, arrived at by a majority of 
twenty-one to eighteen, in the Conven- 
tion, by which one class of constitutional 
questions were declared not to be appeal- 
able to the Privy Council. I was one of 
those who thought it would on the whole 
have been better if the absolute and com- 
plete right of appeal to the Privy Council 
from the High Court of the Commonwealth 
upon all constitutional questions had been 
left subsisting. I quite admit that there is 
much to be said on both sides of this ques- 
tion. One of those very interesting and 
thoughtful memoranda submitted by the 
Australian delegates argues that the diffi- 
culties arising on the working of local con- 
stitutional laws can be better determined 
by a court in Australia familiar with the 
needs of the country than they could 
possibly be by any court sitting here in 
England, 10,000 miles away, and not con- 
versant with the motives which had led 
to the enactment of a law, or the reasons 
which had suggested the executive acts 
whose constitutionality might be called in 
question. I do not for a moment mean to 
deny that there is great force in that argu- 
ment. Perhaps it was an argument not 
easily appreciated by us in this country 
because we are not accustomed to have the 
construction of our statutes reviewed in 
this way by Courts of law. But it may 
be observed that in the United States 
matters have frequently arisen which 
indicate and illustrate the force there 
may sometimes be in the argument 
advanced by the Australian delegates. 
Cases sometimes arise in which the words 
of a Constitution are so vague or difficult 
to apply that it becomes necessary-to have 
regard to what may be called the general 
spirit of an instrument, and to the policy 
which is most likely to keep it in har- 
mony with the needs of the time and to 
promote the welfare of the community. 
Thus where it has been doubtful whether 
some particular statute was in consonance 
with the State Constitution or the Federal 
Constitution (as the case might be), it 
became necessary for the Courts to give a 
decision on points not expressly covered 
by the language of the Constitution itself, 
and for the purpose of such a decision to 
examine and weigh the causes which led 
to the enactment of the statute and the 
evil it was meant to remedy. 


Mr. Bryce. 


Such | 


under the construction of any constitu- 
tion, and we may be quite sure that under 
the construction of this Australian con- 
stitution cases of that kind will arise. If 
any case of the kind arises, it is quite 
true, as the Australian delegates have 
argued, that a Court upon the spot which 
is in possession of the views that led to 
the enactment of the law, which knows 
the circumstances and understands what 
are the evils that the law was meant to 
meet, is in a better position for giving a 
liberal and practically useful construction 
to the provisions of the constitution, and 
for applying the spirit of these provisions 
to the questions raised by the law, than is 
possible for a Court which does not 


know these local circumstances. There 
was one very remarkable group 
of cases which arose in the United 
States sume years ago—the cases 


which would be known to lawyers as the 
Granger cases—in which questions arose 
as to the validity of certain legislation, 
in regard to which there was really very 
little in the constitution to enlighten the 
Courts, and in which the Courts took a 
very large and liberal constraction of the 
powers of the Legislature, and so averted 
difficulties and struggles which would 
otherwise have arisen—a course which, 
I think, the general opinion of the profes- 
sion there and of the community subse- 
quently approved, and yet which it must 
be admitted might have been decided in 
the opposite sense by a Court which had 
no knowledge of the local conditions and 
which was anxious to adhere very closely 
to doctrines that had been laid down 
in earlier decisions, rendered before the 
problems involved had been fully con- 
sidered. That seems to me to be an 
illustration of the worth and importance 
of local knowledge for the purpose of 
interpretation, and I have adduced it to 
show how much weight there is in the 
view which the Australian delegates have 
put forward. But, on the other hand, we 
have the important fact to bear in mind 
that it is eminently desirable to keep 
courts of justice out of all questions of 
a partizan character, to prevent their 
decisions being even suspected of political 
bias, to secure for them that respect and 


‘deference which can be secured only 


when there is a certainty that no 


‘political motive can affect their judgment, 


and to prevent the suspicion that the 
appointing authority, which, of course, 
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tbe actuated in any way in its choice of 
persons to be placed on the Bench by any 






of the sort of decision they are likely to 
give in a question in which political 
motives might enter. Bearing that in 
mind—which, after all, is a consideration 
of the highest moment—most of us in 
this House will conceive that, on a balance 
of arguments, it would be better to let 
Australian Constitutional questions be 
settled by an Imperial tribunal removed 
from all local proclivities, and will feel 
that if we had sat in the last Australian 
Convention we should have been found 
amongst the eighteen who voted to reserve 
the appeal to the Privy Council in all cases 
whatsoever. I have ventured to refer to 


hope that when the whole matter comes 
to be fully considered in Australia by its 
Commonwealth Parliament there will be a 
feeling that, even in the purely Australian 
cases which, under the amendment indi- 
cated by the Colonial Secretary, are to be 
left to the High Court, it may often be 
in the interests of Australia herself that 


If | understood properly the words read 
out by the Colonial Secretary they mean 


constitutional questions would remain 
with the High Court of the Australian 
Commonwealth in cases where only Aus- 
tralian interests were involved, there 
would be a power, even in those cases, 
to let these appeals come to the Privy 
Council in England. Did I understand 
that correctly 4 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: By the 
consent of both parties. 

Mr. BRYCE: That is to say, that 
when both parties consent, these appeals 
may still, under the amendment pro- 
posed to be introduced,come home to the 
court in Kngland for adjudication. I 
welcome those words, although the in- 
stances in which the provision will be 
wed may not be frequent. In cases 
where it is felt that the peculiar gravity 


be complicated 
makes it desirable to have an adjudica- 


connected body—I ought not, perhaps, 


Court would not be impartial, but a body 
which cannot be even suspected of poli- | 





{21 May 1900} 
must be the Ministry of the day, could | 


considerations of their political views or | 


this point for the sake of expressing the | 


an appeal should lie to the Privy Council. | 


this, that, while the final decision upon | 
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tical partiality—it is very desirable that 
this possibility of sending constitutional 
appeals, even such as are pureiy Austra- 
lian in their issues, to the Court of England 
should be preserved. I echo the hope 
that the Imperial Parliament should pro- 
ceed with the creation of a Court which 
may be fitted, in some respects even better 
fitted than is the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, to inspire confidence in our 
colonies and India, a Court whose com- 
position and external dignity may be 
found even more worthy of the functions 
it is called upon to discharge than the 
Judicial Committee has been, though Iam 
bound to say that for many years past, 
indeed ever since the days of Lord 
Kingsdown, the Privy Council has, by 
its diligence, its learning, and its acu- 
men, placed the colonies and India 
under the greatest obligations. If there 
be any Members in the House who, 
still disquieted at the idea that ques- 
tions affecting the interests of other parts 
of the British Empire may be left to be 
finally decided by an Australian Court, let 
me remind them that wherever there 
arises a doub: as to whether or no those 
interests are touched, that doubt will be 
resolved by the action of the Imperial 
tribunal, the Privy Council. The party 
which alleges that the question does 
affect extra-Australian interests will be 
entitled to argue this preliminary point 
before the Privy Council, and if they de- 
cide in his favour the appeal will lie, and 
that Imperial tribunal will deal with the 
issue it raises. Therefore we may 
feel the amplest confidence that there 
will exist a complete protection for 
the interests of any other part of the 
Empire under the provision which it is 


| the intention of the Government to insert, 


a provision which was all along contained 
in the Australian scheme, though in words 
not quite so explicit. One word more I 
will venture to say with regard to the 


| question of the competence of an Austra- 


lian Court. Although I do not suppose 
that the Government have been actuated 
by any distrust either of Australia or of 


the Australian Judges, there is a parallel 


of the question or the fact that it may | 
with political issues | 


to use the word “impartial,” because I | 
do not want to suggest that an Australian | 





between the case of Australia now and 
that of the United States a century ago 


'which deserves to be recalled because 
tion from an absolutely impartial and un- | 


it may re-assure those who imagine colo- 
nial tribunals to be necessarily inferior to 
our own. Australia has now a population 
of nearly 4,000,000. When the Supreme 
Court of the United States entered upon 
its functions at the end of the last century, 
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and when in particular Chief Justice Jay | which we all take in the long and glorious 





Commonwealth of Australia 


was succeeded in 1800 by the great Chief 
Justice Marshall, one of the first consti- 


tutional jurists of modern times, or indeed | 


of any times, the population of the 


United States was almost exactly the. 


same as the population of the Australian 
colonies now. Yet it was found possible 
from that population of 4,000,000 


to secure a Court which was in every way | 


worthy of the momentous functions that 
devolved upon it, and which from that 
time until now has succeeded in giving 
the fullest satisfaction, so far at least as 
learning and ability and purity are con- 


cerned, to the people of the Ameri- | 


can Republic. Why should we not hope 
that the Australian population, of our 
own blood, and trained under our own 
traditions, should be capable of furnishing 


Judges for the Federal High Court ot | 


Australia who will be equal in their 
capacity and in the spirit which will 


animate them to those whom America | 


was able to find with a population no 
larger a century ago? I have no. 
thing further to add except to express 
once more the warm satisfaction which 
we feel that the difficulties which seemed 
to threaten the harmony of our proceed- 


ings have been removed by an admission | 


of the reasonableness of the Australian 
demand. I believe that the creation of 
this Federation in Australia will facilitate 


co-operation between that great group of | 


colonies and ourselves in all political 
questions—and there are not a few poli- 
tical questions affecting the Pacific in 
which Australia, equally with ourselves, is 
interested—and I join in the hope which 
has been expressed by everyone who has 
spoken in this debate, and by none more 
eloquently than my hon. friend who last 


addressed the House, that the creation of | 
the new Commonwealth, and the welcome | 


which has been given in this country to 


its establishment under a federal scheme, | 
will strengthen the ties which unite our | 
The | 


Australian kinsfolk to ourselves. 
unity of the British race over the world, 
that unity which makes us here and in 


the colonies one people in many States, | 


is however based upon something deeper 
and more enduring than any political 
arrangements. 
not only of a common interest in the 
defence of our Empire and of all that the 
Empire secures for us, but also upon 
community of ideas, of habits, of institu- 
tions and traditions, and on the pride 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 


It rests on the foundations | 
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history which we share with the English- 


/men of Australia and of Canada. This 
constitution is a product of that history, 
‘and witnesses to the vitality of the 
principles by which England had begun 
to be guided as far back as the days of 
Magna Charta. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford): I should like to say a very 
few words in praise of the tact, friendli- 
ness and insight with which the Colonial 
| Secretary has carried out these negotia- 
| tions, and of the reciprocal yoodwill with 
which the suggestion of Her Majesty’s 
Government has been received by the 
| Australian delegates. The Bill is one of 
| the highest importance, and I think we 
| recognise our position in regard to it by 
abstaining from criticising greatly or even 
at all the provisions in which Australia 
alone is concerned. There are questions 
involved which might perhaps very well 
afford some ground for friendly criticism. 
I notice, for instance, that in Clause 47 it 
is suggested that disputed elections are 
to be determined by the House in which 
the question arises. We have had con- 
siderable experience in times past in re- 
gard to the deciding of disputed elections. 
From the days when the House itself, 
and afterwards its delegated Committees, 
endeavoured always by a_ party vote 
to settle disputed elections to the 
time in 1868 when we found it necessary 
to transfer that power to the Judges of 
the Queen’s Bench—all that period of 
history has taught us thatit is not very 
wise to give to Houses of Parliament the 
‘right of deciding disputed elections. 
'That, however, is a matter which con- 
cerns Australia-and does not concern us. 
All that concerns us is such a question as 
the appeal, which, no doubt, is a matter 
that every trustee of the Imperial 
interests ought carefully to look into. 
As regards that I feel we ought to give 
our cordial support to the Government 
which has jealously looked into the matter 
of the right of appeal and arrived ata 
successful compromise. I did not quite 
gather whether it is intended in that new 
‘amendment now proposed by which 
appeals are always to lie to the Queen it 
| Council, except when Australian interests 
only are concerned, that the Privy Council 
‘is to be the body which is to decide 
| whether or not only Australian interests, 
are concerned. That is a point of some 
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importance which I feel sure will be 


{21 May 1900} 


agreed upon and settled in as friendly | 


and satisfactory a spirit as has been shown 
in all the negotiations of the past, but 
upon which I hope we shall have a clear 
explanation before the debate is con- 
cluded. Asa result of the recent nego- 
tiations we shall have an alteration of the 
appeal clause. That alteration is one 
which might be required in the future to 
apply to other colonies than Australia, 
and if we frame the amended clause in a 
particular form it may be that South 
Africa and Canada will also ask to be 
granted similar privileges in like cases. I 
trast that that will be borne in mind in 
coming to any compromise in regard to 
this matter, but I have no doubt, in view 
of what has already passed between the 
Colonial Secretary and the Australian 
delegates, that this point, like others, 
will be met in a spirit of friendship and 


compromise. We cannot too strongly 
insist upon the importance of up- 
holding the Supreme Court of 
Appeal for the whole Empire. It 


maintains the scales of justice between 
the various portions of the Empire ; 
it has the important advantage that it is 
iree from local influences; and in my 
humble opinion it is one of the chief links 


+ 
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already exist between ourselves and 
Australia, that those relations will long 
continue, and result in the pushing for- 
ward of that great cause of Imperial 
Federation which both the Australians 
and ourselves alike have so much at 
heart. 


*Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, 
Mid): The termination of the con- 
troversy between the Colonial Office 
and the delegates from Australia, which 
has been announced to the House by 
the Colonial Secretary, brought a feel- 
ing not only of gratification but of great 
relief to this side of the House, because 
we were greatly afraid that the negotia- 
tions which were being carried on were 
such as to cause friction in Australia and 
to make it very difficult for us to give 
graciously that which we ought to give 
graciously if we give it atall. We on this 
side of the House have always been ready 
and willing to give to Australia what 
Australia demanded in this matter, ve- 
cause we recognise that Australia, moving 
entirely in allegiance to England and 
from feelings of devotion to England as 
well as to her own people, desired to have 


|a federation of the Australian colonies. 


which bind together the different portions | 


of the Empire—a limb which I should be 
very sorry to see broken. 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary to-day, I do not think 
he can possibly be accused with any show 


In view of the | 


of commonsense of having wished to flout | 


or to give a rebuff to Australia. That is 
a contemptible accusation, and one which 
we feel keenly in the Unionist ranks. 


The right hon. Gentleman’s past—not | 
only his speech of to-day, or his speech of | 


lat Monday, but his reception of the 


Colonial delegates at the time of the | 
Queen’s Jubilee in 1897—has shown how | 
much he has the interests of the colonies | 
in his thoughts, and how much he desires | 
| Secretary has shown upon this occasion 


to strengthen the links which bind them 
and us. 


It is far from a question of | 


rebuff. If we did not offer any intelligent | 
criticism on such an important Bill as this | 
| might have been extended in other nego- 


we should not be doing our duty. 


Criticism is intended as a compliment, not | 


as a rebuff, and we all have criticised 
entirely in that spirit. I trust that this 
Bill, through the management of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 


tary and Her Majesty’s Government, will | 
be the means of setting on a firmer 


foundation the good relations which Court. The real, solid, and only ques- 


And when we knew, as we did, of the 
great work which had been done in 
Australia for very many years by its 
statesmen and people, by full and free dis- 
cussion, by conventions, by two separate 


| and distinct referendums, we were very 


much afraid at one time that it was 
possible that such a degree of friction 
might be created between Australia and 
the Colonial Office that the federation of 
the Australian Colonies would have been, 
at any rate, for the time imperilled. 
Fortunately that time is over. We 
gladly recognise the ability of the Colo- 
nial Secretary, and I quite as gladly recog- 
nise that the right hon. Gentleman is able 
to give in when he knows he ought to give 
in. That spirit which the Colonial 


by acquiescing, and properly acquiescing, 
in the demand made by the delegates 
from Australia is a spirit which perhaps 


tiations to which it is possible to refer. 
There never was any question at all of 
limiting any existing right of appeal 
from the State Courts. There was a 
demand made by Australia that she 
should be allowed to limit further 
the right of appeal from the new High 
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tion at issue between the Colonies and 


the Colonial Office finally was, whether or | 


not Australia was to be allowed in her 
own courts to decide matters of internal 
constitutional law. That matter has at 
last been conceded to Australia, and we 
are all very rejoiced at the fact. The 
Amendment which I placed upon the 
Paper was conceived entirely in the 


{COMMONS} 
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gates on this matter, I think they also 
will see that their true wisdom igs in 
accepting federation, and giving the 
fullest power and freedom to the people 
of Australia to work out their own 
political salvation. Under the cireum- 
stances, it will be entirely unnecessary 
for me to move the Amendment which | 
had placed upon the Paper. 


| THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


spirit of the result of the negotia-| 
tions. Our desire was, when it) 
had been clearly shown, after the 


fullest discussion and all possible care, 
what was the will of the Australian 
people, that that should be considered 
and met. Australia now, or, at any rate, 
those portions which have contracted to 
come within the scope of the Bill, will 
have a Constitution which we on this 
side of the House would be very rejoiced 
to have in this country. The Constitu- 
tion is the same in Australia as in England 
in that the Queen is at the head, but there 
are other matters now conceded to Aus- 
tralia which we on this side of the House 
would be very glad to see conceded nearer 
home, and we readily thank hon. Mem- 
bers opposite who have done their very 
utmost to prevent these reforms being 
granted to other portions of the Queen’s 
dominions, for being willing to give them 
to Australia, which is at the very anti- 
podes. Australia is now starting with a 
Constitution under which she will have 
triennial Parliaments, one man one vote, 
payment of members, and direct elections 
to the second chamber, and a Constitution 
under which the second chamber will not 
be able in the long run or permanently 
to defeat the wishes of the people as 
expressed in the Lower House. We 
gladly give credit to hon. Members oppo- 
site for showing their wisdom in agree- 
ing to concede these rights to Australia, 
although they are not willing to extend 
that wisdom to other portions of the 
Empire. Western Australia and 
Zealand have not yet agreed to come into 
the federation, but I hope that both those 
colonies will in the very near future join 
the federation of Australia, which is 
hailed by everybody in this country as 
being the greatest thing which could 
happen to that continent. Even as late 
as to-day, I believe, Western Australia 
and New Zealand have telegraphed to 
the Colonial Secretary that they still 
adhere to their opinions with regard to 
Clause 74, but when they hear that the 
Government have given way to the dele- 


Mr. S. T. Evans. 


7 | 
New | 


| Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs) 
| Almost every speaker to-night has ex- 
| pressed gratification at the tone which 
| has characterised this debate. It is a 
| tone which has given unmitigated satis. 
| faction in every part of the House, and | 
_ think I may say that not a single jarring 
‘note has been struck. I desire to express 
'in the fullest manner my appreciation of 
| the way in which the right hon. Gentle- 
/man the Member for East Fife opened 
| the debate on the part of the other side 
| of the House. I am sure that every one 
‘feels that there are subjects which far 
| transcend all the interests of party, 
‘and on which both sides of the House 
'are thoroughly in agreement. This 
'debate, if that is the proper word to 
apply to it, has not only given satisfaction 
to the House, but it will give satisfaction 
throughout the whole of the Empire and 
to the friends of the British Empire in 
every part of the world. I think events 
have vindicated the wisdom of the course 
that was taken by my right hon. friend 
the Colonial Secretary in not intervening 
in the earlier stages of these negotiations. 
It was suggested, in a not unfriendly 
spirit, that by interfering some years 
ago even the possibility of a diver- 


gence of views might have been 
avoided. I would only remind friendly 
critics who expressed that view 


‘that nothing could be more difficult and 
delicate than to intervene at an early 
stage of the negotiations that were being 
/carried on in Australia upon points of 
|this description. The happy result at 
' which we have now arrived seems to show 
that, whatever other course might have 
been possible, the right course has been 

taken throughout. I find myself in agree- 
‘ment with a great deal that has been said 
| by my right hon. friend the »iember for 
'South Aberdeen as to the necessity fora 
| Court of undoubted authority to interpret 
| the constitutional power to make certain 
|laws. He truly says that in this country 
we are not familiar with such functions 
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on the part of the Courts of Justice ; that 
our Courts are concerned almost entirely 
in the interpretation of laws when made, 
and are not concerned with the authority 
of the body which has made them. But 
as he pointed out, uuder the American 
Constitution, and as has been seen in 
regard to other parts of the British 
Empire, questions are certain to arise with 
regard to the authority of legislative 
bodies to pass certain laws, and I recog- 
nise in the amplest terms the necessity of 
having a Court of supreme authority and 
influence for the determination of such 
momentous questions. The principle 
which has guided the conclusion that has 
been happily so far arrived at is this. 
All that concerns Australia alone, if the 
Australians desire it, will .be decided in 
their own High Court. What concerns 
other parts of the Queen’s dominions, or 
the British Empire as a whole, will be 
subject to an appeal to an Imperial Court. 
It will be obvious to the House that the 
question of the delegation cf powers may 
be a matter of Imperial concern. It may 
be of the utmost moment to the Empire 
to know whether or not a certain power 
has been delegated to the Colonial Legis- 
lature. On the other hand the question 
as to how such powers are to be distri- 
buted as between the general Legislature 
of the Central Government of the Austra- 
lian Dominion of the Queen and the Legis- 
lative Governments of the States is a 
matter which concerns Australia. The 
extent of the delegation may be an 
Imperial interest, but the question of dis- 
tribution must necessarily be an Austra- 
lian interest only. With regard to the 
question of distribution, the question as 
to the limits of the powers of the Com- 
monwealth and States infer se, ques- 
tions of the limits of the powers of 
the Legislative Governments of the 
States as between themselves—even on 
these questions there may be a great 
desire, under eertain circumstances, to 
appeal to the Privy Council. Her 
Majesty’s Government have found it 
their duty to safeguard and secure the 


possibility of a right of appeal to an, 


Imperial tribunal in every case where the 
interests of the Empire hold, or the in- 
terests of Her Majesty’s subjects in any 
other part of the dominion are affected. 
It is a matter for congratulation that the 
course of events has resulted in the discus- 
sion to which we have just listened. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): After what has taken place, and 


{21 May 1900} 
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| especially after the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Long- 
ford, I should not have felt justified in 
intervening for even a very few moments 
| but for the fact that I have taken an ex- 
| ceptional interest in matters connected 
with Australia, in view of the fact that I 
have been there and I have a good many 
friends there. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen said 
very truly that occasions such as these in 
the life of a nation like Australia will be 
in future of great interest. In genera- 
tions to come the people of Australia will 
look back to this day as marking a great 
advance in their national existence. ‘That 
being so, [ would like to have it said of 
the Irish people that they had the satisfac- 
tion of being able to point to the fact 
that whatever little assistance their re- 
presentatives in Parliament could give to 
the development of the continent of 
Australia was freely given in this House. 
With regard to what the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Colonial Secretary said, I only 
desire to make one or two observations. 
He pointed out quite truly that the re- 
presentatives of four of the States and 
the Government of Western Australia 
had taken a different view in the contro- 
versy which is now happily closed. In 
this controversy Queensland and Western 
Australia have backed up the view of the 
Colonial Office and of Her Majesty’s 
Government. But in connection with 
this matter [ think it should be borne in 
mind that all through this Australian 
Federation movement the colony of 
Queensland has undoubtedly acted as a 
sort of deterrent and a brake. All 
through this agitation the colony of 
Queensland held back, and it is not going 
too far to say that if the colony of 
Queensland had had its way the question 
of federation would never have been in 
its present position, and we should never 
have been able to pass unanimously—as I 
am sure we shall do—this great measure 
of the Commonwealth of Australia. With 
regard to Western Australia there is this 
much I will say—and I believe it will 
he approved by a great many hon. Mem 
bers in this House and out of it, 
and in Australia as well. Whether 
Western Australia ultimately enters into 
this federation or not, I think it is the 
duty of the Colonial Office and of the 
other Australian colonies to see that 
Western Australia puts her own house in 
order and extends to her own citizens with- 
in her own borders a broader system of 
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enfranchisement, which will give proper; Here in this House there are eighty Irish 


representation to all the people in the 
colony. At the present time we hear of 
the grievances of the Uitlanders in South 
Africa and the Transvaal; but there are 
thousands of British subjects in Western 
Australia who are more completely 


deprived of the franchise and representa- | 
tion than the British subjects ever were | 


in the Transvaal. In the gold districts of 


Western Australia the representation of | 


the people is a mockery and a farce, and 
if I were an Australian connected with 


any other colony and having any in- | 


fluence in this matter, after Western 


Australia has hung back so long, I would | 


make it a condition upon the entry of this 


small colony into the Government Federa- | 


tion that she should, by a proper measure 
of representation, do away with an un- 
doubted scandal which exists at the 
present time, and give full and fair 


and why are they loyal ? 


representation such as other colonies do to | 


the whole of the people within her borders. 
I will say no more than this. A great 
portion of the people of Australia are of 
Irish blood, and upon this occasion _I 
think an Irish Member like myself cannot 
be found fault with if I remind this 
House and the people of this country, 
who are all interested in Australia at the 
present time, that a great deal of the 
present proud position of Australia is 
attributable to the genius, the talent, and 


Members holding one view, and that view 
is discarded, and our country is governed 
not in accordance with the views of the 
majority, but in accordance with the views 
of the minority. There will be no class of 
people throughout the length and breadth 
of Australia who will feel more pride and 
gratification when they read that this 
Bill has been unanimously passed than the 
Irish section of Australia. The Irish sec- 
tion of the Australian people, I venture 
to say, are as loyal and contented, and as 
much respected, as any other section of 
people throughout the length and breadth 
of Australia. But why are they con- 
tented? Why will they be proud and 
grateful when they read of the passage of 
this measure?. Why are they satisfied 
Because they 
enjoy those things which Parliament has 
given them—those measures of freedom 
which you deny to the Irish people at 
home. When you see on occasions like 


| this Irish Nationalists and Irish Catholics 


the industry and labour in every walk | 


and position of life of the Irish in that 
country. And I must say that it is a 
sad reflection to Irish Members, anxious 
upon this occasion to do everything they 
can to forward freedom in a great new 
country, to think that exactly one 
hundred years ago this Parliament was 


engaged in destroying the ancient 
Parliament of Ireland. And now one 
hundred years afterwards you are 


giving a great nation beyond the seas 
‘what you have deprived us of. It is cer- 
tainly a strange and a sad thing to some 
extent to an Irish Member to witness 
here with what cordial readiness the 
Colonial Secretary and his colleagues 


accede to the wishes of the majority of | ) 
‘the length and breadth of Australia, 


the Australian people in almost every 
possible respect. 
the colonies hold one view, but the dele- 
gates of the other colonies hold a separate 
view, but at once the opinion of the 


representatives of the four colonies is | 
allowed to prevail, and the opinion of | 


He tells us that two of | 


in Australia loyal and contented, and 
living in cordial brotherhood with their 
fellow countrymen of other religions— 
when you see that spectacle, ought it not 
to induce you to try with the same 
methods to bring about those happy 
results in Ireland which make English- 
men, Scotchmen, Irishmen, Protestants 
and Catholics live in harmony and good- 
will together in Australia ? The hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mid Glamorgan- 
shire said there were many things in this 
Australian Constitution Bill which we 
would be glad to have here at home. 
There is one portion in particular which 
might be applied in that direction, and 
that is the portion of the Bill in which you 
lay down that there should be no Church 
establishment in Australia, and that there 
should be no possible disability upon 
religious grounds in any sense in Australia. 
If it were for nothing more than that I 
would cordially support this Australian 
Bill. Surely, it is an anomalous state of 
affairs that we, this afternoon, should 
pass a Bill laying down that religion 
shall be no bar of any kind throughout 


while in Ireland and in this country, to 
some extent, religion is a bar and obstacle 
to promotion and other things. Under 
this Bill the governor or the chief iuler 
of the Australian colonies may belong to 
any religion, but in Ireland we have the 


ithe two colonies is put upon one side. | stigma upon us that the chief governor, 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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the Viceroy, must be of one particular | Home Rule Bill the right hon. Gentleman 
religion and may not belong to the! spoke nearly 300 times. Is it therefore 
ancient faith of the great bulk of the | not a most astonishing thing that the right 
[rsh nation. We Irishmen cordially hon. Gentleman does not find it necessary 
support this Bill, and it is with some | now to move any Amendments to this 
degree of envy that we give our poor | Australian Bill, prepared at the Antipodes 
assistance to our countrymen beyond | by beginners in statecraft, when he so 
the ocean in supporting this measure | distrusted the proposals of a veteran 
of justice and freedom which we, British statesman, so lately his leader ? 
want so badly at home. I hope that in| If it was absolutely vital and essential 
years to come, when this great historical | then that the right hon. Gentleman 
occasion is recorded, future generations of | should lay down all these safeguards 
this great historical nation may derive |in regard to setting up a subordinate 
some satisfaction from the fact that the| Parliament in Ireland, why is it that 
representatives of Ireland gave every-| now, when he has supreme power in 
thing they could in the way of freedom the matter of this Parliament of Aus- 
and liberty to their countrymen beyond | tralia, he does not attempt, in any single 
the ocean. In conclusion, I cannot refrain | degree, to give us the benefit of the great 
from saying that the one drawback on this | knowledge which he then displayed ? 
occasion, the one thing which to my mind | I look at these 1893 Amendments, what 
mars the greatness of this Act in setting | do they demand? The first thing 
up a great and a new free Parliament in| which it was then stated by the 
Australia, lies in the fact that while the | right hon. Gentleman was absolutely 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- | necessary in passing any measure granting 
tary is giving freedom with a free hand | a subordinate Parliament was that you 
to the Australian people, while he is| should assert the supremacy of the 
giving them freely a great central Parlia- | Imperial Parliament. But where is the 
ment, at the same time he is spoiling and | assertion of the supremacy of the Imperial 
marring that great work of liberty by ! Parliament in this Bill? For overa week 
endeavouring by force and by cruelty to| upon that occasion we were engaged in 
destroy the free Parliaments of people opposition to the tremendous eloquence 
whoare as much entitled to freedom as | of the right hon. Gentleman in struggling 
any section of the British people. to show that, after all, the unhappy Irish 
| might be trusted in small matters ; but 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I} now it appears that an Irishman cannot 
and other Irish Members seem to-night | be trusted with Home Rule unless he 
like penniless beggars, enabled suddenly | has first been transported. By some 
to give away large estates abroad. I mar-| extraordinary means the moment you 
vel at the terms of this Bill. Why is it| send an Irishman 10,000 miles away, 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial | that moment he becomes entitled to 
Secretary, his private secretary, and all, be equipped with all the liberties 
his friends who took so large a part in| which a very large measure of self- 
endeavouring to defeat the Home Rule | government can give to him. I do trust 
Bill, do not think it necessary upon | that, as the right hon. Gentleman has 
this occasion to move any of the | changed his opinions so much on the 
Amendments which they considered were | question of yielding to Australia, we may be 
0 absolutely vital seven years ago? I} encouraged in the hope that on some 
have had the curiosity to take up this | future occasion we shall have the right 
volume of Amendments they moved hon. Gentleman coming forward and 
against the Irish Home Rule Bill of | saying that all those safeguards which 
1893 [holding up a large book]. This is| he found so necessary to propose in the 
only one of them, but there are seven case of Ireland were mere figments of 
more outside full of Amendments which ' the imagination, and that he will see that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial! what he is now giving to Irishmen 
Secretary along with his friends moved | 10,000 miles away from the central 
‘0 that measure seven years ago. I| Imperial authority he may safely 
have reckoned up the number of times he| give to Irishmen when they are 
poke as nearly as I can during that|only separated from the Imperial 
brief period. I examined the index to | authority by some sixty or seventy miles 
Hansard, and I calculate that against the | of salt water. In regard to the Amend- 
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ments he has now proposed we must say, at | 


all events, that they are bond fide. Wecan 
see that the heart of che right hon. 


Gentleman is in them. He believes that | 
he is acting as the trustee and custodian | 
of the Empire and as a patriotic English- | 
man, and however much we may think | 
he was mistaken no one can deny that he | 


is absolutely sincere in his view as to 
this question of appeal. The right hon. 
Gentleman has done a great work, and he 
has put, I think, into his work a great 
deal of that genius which undoubtedly he 


has shown in the management of these | 


affairs. If that be so on the present 
occasion, what are we to think of this 
miserable bundle of old amendments to 
the Bill of 1893% Even the Irish 
Secretary proposed then that the Irish 
Parliament should not have a right to 
give a salary to its members, but in this 


Bill the Government propose that the | 


members of the Australian Parliament 
should have £400 a year. These amend- 


ments proposed seven years ago imposed | 


restriction upon an Irish Parliament to 
prevent payment of members, the 
giving of any Irish titles and dignities, 
dealing with the criminal law, 
law relating to intimidation, the 
regulation of trade and commerce, the 
regulation of flags and colours for mer- 
chant vessels, bounties to Irish industries, 
and we were not to be allowed to deal 
with the laws of marriage and divorce and 
many other matters. Even it was pro- 
posed we should be forbidden to deal with 
telephones. What a noble work that was 
for the right hon. Gentleman in this 
mother of Parliaments with all these 
Colonial Parliaments surrounding him, 
with Parliaments in the Isle of Man and 
the Channel Islands, not to speak of 
Parliaments abroad, to show such distrust 
of Ireland, while now the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, without the smallest reference to 
the debates in which he was then en- 
gaged, gives to these colonies this great 
blessing ! 
Gentleman upon giving these colonies 
these immense powers of sovereignty, 
which we believe will result so beneficially 
to Australia and will redound to the 
benefit of the Empire at large. However, I 


did not rise to make a speech upon this | 


question, but merely for the purpose of 
asking a question. I understood from the 
First Lord of the Treasury and from the 
right hon. Gentleman himself that this 
occasion would be availed of for the 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


the | 


I congratulate the right hon. | 
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purpose of explaining the position with 
regard to the final Court of Appeal. | 
am very glad to hear that a compromise 
has been arrived at, and I do not think 
that the right hon. Gentleman is to 
be attacked for the attitude he has taken 
up, nor do I agree with the criticism 
which has been passed upon him that he 
should have entered into this dispute at 
an earlier stage. I think he has taken 
up a reasonable line by submitting his 
_ proposals to the Australian delegates, and 
they together have come to a conclusion 
which this House can ratify. But the 
greater the importance which attaches to 
this question of an Appeal Court the 
greater is the necessity of fully explaining 
it to the House. If it be essential to set 
up this Court of Appeal for the considera- 
tion of Australian or international difficul- 
ties, why are we not told exactly what 
the nature and the duties of that Court 
are to be? We observed on Friday last 
some slight conflict between the views of 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
views expressed by the right hon. Gentle. 
man the Colonial Secretary. I gathered 
‘from the speech of the First Lord of the 
Treasury that this Court of Appeal would 
not be a Court consisting of the present 
House of Lords, but would consist of the 
Privy Council. If that be the case, why 
is any change in the personnel of the Appeal 
Court necessary ? What is the necessity 
for making these Australian, African, 
| Indian, and Canadian gentlemen, colonial 
lords of the realm on a seven years 
lease? The reason we are interested is 
this, if this is to be a final Court of 
| Appeal for the Empire it must be a_ final 
Court of Appeal for Ireland ; and what- 
ever you do for Australia, Canada, and 
other places, you are not merely doing 
for them alone, but for every county 
‘of Ireland and England, just as much 
as for the new States of Australia 
itself. If an Australian peer is to be 
brought over here and given a salary of 
£6,000 a year, I want to know why is 
the impoverished peasant of Mayo and 
Connaught to maintain that gentleman 
and his peerage in London. I object to 
it altogether. If the Australian people 
desire to have peers of the realm then let 
them pay for them. I do not think that 
{that statement is in the least degree 
offensive to Australia, for I am sure that 
if you do not provide this bounty on 
Australian peers out of our pockets 
Australia will not export any of these 
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curiosities. 


¥ +9, . 
, County Surveyors 


{21 May 1900} 
Having at times read the | 


views expressed in Australian news- 


papers, I should hardly think that 


the opinion of the Australian people | 


js one of extreme reverence or 
respect for peers of the realm, for I have 





(Ireland) Bill. $06 


at it more than I do, he should now let 
this new-fangled tribunal rest. This 
macaronic House of Lords’ proposal grew 
out of the difficulties he at first was 


_ placed in, by insisting on a general power 


geen some rather caustic criticisms on | 


Australian Ministers who have gone back 
with a knighthood or a baronetcy. There- 
fore, | contend that the line Irish Members 
take up isa fairone. We are also entitled 
to know, if this Court be created, why 
English, Scotch, and Irish appeals should lie 
within the cognisance of these antipodean 
noblemen? No doubt if they are properly 
robed they will present a most interesting 
and formidable appearance, but it is 
somewhat capsizing to my intellect to 
suggest that you will obtain in the new 


judiciary thus constituted that reve- | 


of appeal from Australia. That has been 
found to be untenable. It is no longer 
necessary therefore to pursue his conse- 
quent innovations, and even though 
Chief Justice Way is entitled to great 
consideration, and although he has 
rendered the right hon. Gentleman im- 
portant service, I trust that the strange 


| apparition of these Australian peers will 


rence Which attaches in many minds to| 


the ancient judicature of the House of 
lords. The British Constitution has 


rown ; it has not been patched, tinkered | 


with, and cobbled. In 1874 and 1876 
the Irish Members stood out for the 
ancient constitution of the House of 
Lords as a fina] Court of Appeal, because 
it was guaranteed by the Act of 
Union. I think, therefore, it is too much 
to suggest now that this new and 
hybrid Court will have either support 
or reverence from any section of the 
people of these countries. I protest, then, 
against this piebald peerage system which 
the right hon. Gentleman has associated 
with this Bill. I should be greatly sur- 
prised if, when his second Bill is intro- 
duced, whether here or in another place, 
the right hon. Gentleman will have any 
support to his proposal, for I rather think 
that, suspect as the right hon. Gentle- 
man is by many of the ancient Conserva- 
tive party in reference to the Peerage, 
they will regard this as a further under- 
mining proposition, the real object of 
which is not to establish a Court of 
Appeal for the Empire, but to discredit 
the House of Lords. They will think 
that, as in the botanical world there are 
what are called “sports,” so in his case 
there has been a reverter to “ type,” 


and that in his mature years the 
tight hon. Gentleman has had a 
recrudescence of his Radical days. 


Isay, therefore, we are entitled to some 
more reasonable explanation of this extra- 
ordinary court which it is proposed to set 
up. .As the right hon. Gentleman has so 
happily come to a conclusion with the 
Australian delegates, and no one rejoices 





not be allowed to threaten an ancient 
constitution, but that, in their aboriginal 
loveliness, they will be allowed to sleep 
in the shades of the Australian forests. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday, 18th June. 


COUNTY SURVEYORS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


W. LowrHer, Cumberland, 
Penrith, in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) 
moved an Amendment to insert after the 
word “Commissioners” the following 
words: ‘or shall have obtained the 
degree of Engineering in any University 
in Great Britain or Ireland.” He said 
that the Amendment dealt with what 
appeared to him to be a very practical 
grievance—namely, that a man who, by a 
long course of study and a severe exami- 
nation, was qualified to discharge the 
duties of a county surveyor should be 
obliged to go through a second and supple- 
mentary examination. That appeared to 
him to be exceedingly irrational. 


Amenament proposed— 

“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ Commis- 
sioners, to add the words ‘or shall have 
obtained the degree of Engineering in any 
University in Great Britain or Ireland.’ ”— 
(Mr. Lecky.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I presume this Amendment is 
technically in order in connection with 
this Bill, but although it may be tech- 
nically in order it appears to me to raise 
a question which is hardly germane to 


2G2 


(Mr. J. 
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the Bill. 
very simple difficulty. Under the County 
Surveyors (Ireland) Act, 1862, it was 
enacted that whenever a vacancy occurred 
for the post of county surveyor the candi- 
dates should be examined. That caused 
no difficulty before the Local Government 
Act for Ireland was passed, because the 
Lord Lieutenant had the special power of 
transferring a county surveyor from one 
county to another in Ireland without an 
examination being necessary. That power 
was taken away from the Lord Lieutenant 
by the Local Government Act, and the 
result is that a county surveyor 
cannot now be transferred from one 
county to another without undergoing an 
examination for the second time. It is 
in order to meet that difficulty that this 
very simple Bill has been produced. My 
right hon. friend desires that we should 
insert in this Bill a provision which can 
hardly be regarded as wholly non-contro- 
versial. He proposes in effect that a 
University degree of engineering shall be 
held to be equivalent to an examination 
by the Civil Service Commissioners 
That appears to me to raise an important 
question. It may be a good thing that 
we should have legislation to provide that 
University degrees, not only on this 
subject but on other subject, should be 
held to be an equivalent to a Civil Service 
examination; but that is obviously a 
question which ought not to be discussed 
or determined on a small non-controversial 
Bill of this kind. It is a question which 
my right hon. friend has a perfect right 
to raise, especially in connection with the 
University of which he is the dis- 
tinguished representative ; but I think it 
would be extremely unwise if we were on 
this occasion to delay the passage of this 
Bill in order to discuss a proposition 
which cannot be regarded as non-contro- 
versial. 


Youthful 


Question put, and negatived. 

Bill reported 
read the third time, and passed. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 

ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Clause 1. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 
Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
The Bill is intended to meet a' 


| tory ; 


without amendment ;!and,_ I 
lin the 








Offenders: Bill, 


YOUTHFUL. OFFENDERS BILL (Lords), 
[SECOND: READING. ] 
Order for Second. Reading read. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M 
Wuire Ripvey, Lancashire, Blackpool): 
The principal object of this Bill, which 
has been some time before the other 
House, is to diminish the number of cases 
of imprisonment among youthful offenders, 
under the age of sixteen. after conviction, 
and so far as possible also to diminish the 
necessity of remanding juvenile offenders. 
or committing them to trial. I am sure 
that these are objects which will commend 
themselves to every Member of this 
House. There are many cases of first 
offences, which I am thankful to say are 
now dealt with under the First Offenders 
Act, and I think that the figures of recent 
years establish the fact that that Act is 
being made use of more and more to. the 
great advantage of our youthful popula- 
tion, and I hope also to the diminution of 
crime. I think that is a policy which 
ought to be constantly maintained. In 
another way a great deal of good has 
been done by the system of collecting 
together in .various prisons throughout 
the country where convenient, young 
boys who have been obliged to be sent to 
prison. They are now kept at Bedford 
and sundry other prisons under special 
treatment, very much _ indeed to 
their advantage, and also to the 
diminution of crime. But there are 
offences which cannot be altogether dealt 
with simply by discharge or by sending to 
a reformatory. There are, for instance, 
cases where the home from which a boy 
comes is a good home, where the influences 
are likely to be good and where he is likely 
after his first offence to be well looked 
after, and in such cases it is much _ better 
that he should not be set.t to a reforma- 
but these cases include many 
in which some punishment is necessary 

think, desirable, not only 
interests of society, but of 
the boys themselves. Accordingly one 
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of the proposals in this Bill is to extend 


the power of whipping, which now exists 
to a considerable extent under the Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction Act, to other offences 
stated in the Bill. As regards indictable 
offences, the House is probably aware that 
‘an Act passed last session considerably 
increased the number of offences for which 
whipping could be administered, and there: 
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is no very great change made in this Bill the whipping of children. Some magis™ 
in that respect. The effect of the Act of | trates may be hard-hearted, and others 
last year was to provide that certain in- | tender-hearted, and they will act accord- 
E FOR dictable offences previously punishable | ingly. The Bill is unequal in another 
ir M2 another way could be punished by | respect ; in that the punishment will be 


pool) : whipping, and this Bill materially | more severe in some cases than in others; 








which simplifies the law on the same lines. | because of the physical and the mental 


_ But there will be a great change made in | differences among children ; so what would 
other _ owen stakes | ; : bat 
this Bill in respect to offences not indict-| be a comparatively light punishment for 


f case : . 

the able—against byelaws and so forth. By | some would be absolute torture in the 

iction, (g 4 Strange anomaly there is now no power | case of others. There is another in- 
’ 


ish th to administer the simple and effective | equality in the Bill, in that the whipping 
‘ e SPL ats t ae 7 ie eee 
remedy of whipping to incorrigible boys. | is to be inflicted only on the non-payment 


my Qn that part of the Bill there may be | of fines for offences. Those who can find 
amend i some difference of opinion, but I think | the money will escape; while the poor 


f this @ With reference to the other provisions | will be left to suffer. Another objection 
there will be very little. Among other | to the Bill is that it will inevitably lead 


f first Repo | ; ; 
ay are fg things it is proposed to make parents | to cruelty. The only precaution taken is 
onders, g “timinally responsible where their neglect | that an inspector is to be present when 
recent is shown to have contributed to the | the punishment is inflicted. It is true 


Act is “Timinal acts of their children. The law | that the parents may, if they like, witness 
to. the Will also be strengthened for the purpose the punishment and the degradation of 
yopula- of enforcing the duty of parents their child ; but they will have no right 
tion of § % contribute towards the mainten- to remonstrate or to interfere. I think 
which ance of their children in reformatory it a hardship on the police that they 
| In § andindustrial schools. The Bill also pro- | should have to discharge so disgusting a 
d has § “ides—which I think is a very useful | duty, and on the other hand, I can 
provision—that power should be given to imagine that some of them may 


lectin : : «rd : . ; : 

chalk magistrates to remand children awaiting take a professional pride in making 
young trial to other places than a prison, if per-| the punishment as severe as_ possible. 
ent to. @ %"s are found to take charge of them, I have lately read a painful description 


edford § ada contribution will be made by the of the flogging of two boys, which ap- 
special Treasury for their maintenance. I am _| peared a few years ago in the Pall Mall 
1 to @ Confident that if the House will give its | Gazette. I shall spare the House the pain 
) the @ sent to this Bill it will prove to be a of hearing it and will only state that the 
e are & Very useful measure, and to the advantage | writer says that he knows of similar 
dealt. § “ Youthful offenders as well as to society. | cases in other gaols, and also that the 
I beg to move its Second Reading. | police who whip the offenders are chafted 
| by their brother policemen if they fail 
/to make the punishment effectual. It is 


ling to 
stance, Motion made, and Question proposed, 
bel lg ye = hendheg eg lle Seema | said of mercy that it is twice blessed, in 
likely aici : apihbabasabuensiiedid _ | that it blesses him that takes and him 
looked *Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- | that gives ; but in my opinion the public 
better | “amshire, Mansfield): I move the | whipping of offenders is in many cases a 


rejection of this Bill with the greater ‘curse for both the administrators of the 





forma- ; ; | ; 
many § ‘Ufidence, because since it was brought | law and those who suffer under it. It is 
7 essary into the House of Lords, another Bill of a | contended that the punishment does not, 

only kindred character—I mean the Corporal as is alleged, inflict indelible disgrace, 


at af Punishment Bill—has been rejected by a| because it does not do so at the great 
decisive majority in this House. ‘The | public schools; but the two things are 


y one Roi a : . . 
oxtend § “me objections which were taken to that | widely different, so that there is no 
exists: Bill are applicable to the present measure, | parallel between them. It is surely a 


“Sum- § 4d 1am curious to see how those who | great anomaly that, when corporal punish- 
fences | COUdemned the one can support the other. ment has been so largely abolished in our 
‘ctable @ Lte Home Secretary in particular, said | homes, it should be extended in our gaols. 
‘ethat @ ‘at it was an unanswerable objection to | We have gone a long way from the dictum 
erably the Corporal Punishment Bill that it | of Solomon, that “foolishness is bound 
which @ Would be uncertain in its operation, be- | up in the heart of a child, and the rod of 
ithere @ “Se of the unwillingness of some judges | correction must beat it out ” ; for you may 
to inflict the punishment of flogging ; but | travel far before you find a birch rod 
there will be equal unwillingness to order ' in a single home, though they used to be 
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common in my youthful days. Why has |ing title. Instead of being called the 
there been this change? It is because ‘Youthful Offenders Bill” it ought to. 
we have become more humane, and more | have been “The Whipping Bill.” It is 
tender and considerate in our treatment | true that there are some few clauses in it. 
of child life, and because we have dis-| to which no objection can be taken ; but 
covered other and wiser ways of dealing | the main purpose of the Bill is that whip. 
with juvenile delinquents. It is insisted! ping may be administered to young: 
that whipping is better than imprison-| persons convicted of certain offences. The 
ment ; but is there no other alternative?! right hon. the Home Secretary com. 
Why, this very Bill points to.one, in the | mended the Bill to the attention’ of the 
fourth clause, which provides that, instead | House favourably upon the ground that. 
of a youthful offender being sent to | it would prevent the children being sent 
prison to await trial, or on a remand, he | to prison. But we have already the First 
shall be placed in the custody of a fit | Offenders Act, under which it is possible 
person, the parents contribiting to his| to deal with youthful offenders without 
maintenance. In that you have the germ | sending them to prison. The Home 
of a system which is capable of extension, | Secretary paid the most marked tribute 
and which would provide a substitute for | to the First Offenders Act and its applica- 
both whipping and imprisonment. Sir, | tion throughout the country. He said it 
this Bill is a retrograde Bill. It is| was being largely applied and with very 
opposed to the spirit of modern legisla-| satisfactory results; that it was tend- 
tion. It is a clumsy and superficial way | ing to reduce youthful crime. The Home 
of dealing with an admittedly difficult | Secretary suggests that the effect of this 
problem. There is also a provision in| Bill, if passed into law, will be to still 
the Bill which is as extraordinary as it is | further discredit the practice of passing 
novel ; the third clause providing that if|a@ sentence of imprisonment on children ; 
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parents have conduced to the commission 
of an offence, by neglecting to exercise 
due control over a child, they also shall 
be punished, by the infliction of a fine. 
Are magistrates really going to be re- 
quired to inquire into the family history 
of the young offenders brought before 
them? And why should such an inquiry 
be confined to the youngsters and not 
also apply to the older members of the 
family ? But really the proposal isso im- 
practicable as to be hardly worth dis- 
cussing. ‘There are, no doubt, some pro- 
visious in this Bill which are unobjection- 
able, and if I thought that the Govern- 
ment would take my advice, I would 
recommend them to eliminate the 
whipping clauses of the Bill, and then we 
could probably agree in making it not 
merely an unobjectionable but an ad- 
mirable measure. I move that the Bill 
be read a second time this day six 
months. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave ont the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.” — (Mr. Carvell 
Williams.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, | 
S.W.): I think this Bill has been intro- 
duced to the House under a very mislead- | 


Mr. Carvell Williams. 





_with, but life-long in its results. 
with surprise that, in one respect, this 


but I think the effect will be that magis- 
trates, instead of dealing with youthful 
offenders under the First Offenders Act, 
will disregard that Act and _ inflict on 
them corporal punishment. Now, this 
Bill enormously extends the discretion of 
the magistrates in courts of summary 
jurisdiction. The measure provides that 
with regard to any offences whatever, with 
the single exception of homicide, the 
magistrates may inflict a sentence of 
corporal punishment. My hon. friend the 
Member for Mansfield has pointed out 
that the way in which the Act would be 
applied would be very uncertain, and he 
cited in support thereof the argument of 


' the right hon. the Home Secretary against 


the Corporal Punishment Bill. This Bill 
will, however, have an unequal operation 
in another sense. If you take a strong, 
robust, healthy boy, he will snap his 
fingers at any corporal punishment you 
may give him, and you will only harden 
his heart. But take a child physically 
weak and of a nervous temperament, the 
effect of corporal punishment on him 
would be not only disastrous to begin 
I notice 


Bill is even worse than the Corporal 


| Punishment Bill, which we discussed a 


few weeks ago. There was a provision 
in that Bill that a surgeon was to 
present during the whole time of the 
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nishment ; but there is no suck provi- 
sion in this Bill. Therefore the argument 
[ am using that the effects of a whipping 
on a nervous child might be life-long 
applies all the more strongly if the whip- | 
ping is to be administered in the absence 
of asurgeon. Then it is said that birching 
is practised in the public schools. But I 
need hardly point out that there is no 
analogy between the two cases. The 
schoolmaster has always been regarded 
as in loco parentis to the child, and there 
cannot be an analogy Letween the punish 
ment administered by a parent or school- 
master and that administered by a) 
policeman in the execution of a sentence 
of a police court. But it is notorious 
that corporal punishment is not now 
administered in public schools to any- 
thing like the same extent to which it 
was some time ago. In fact, in the most 
successful public schools it has been dis- 
credited and abandoned. Now, why 
should the punishment of birching, which 
is discredited in the public schools, be 
applied for the first time on a very large 
scale as a punishment to those who offend 
against the criminal law? Again, I 
would point out that this is, to a large 
extent, class legislation. I do not think 
anyone would be bold enough to say that 
the child of any Member of this House, + 
or of any person occupying a good posi- 
tion in society, or even the child of a. 
member of the comfortable classes, would | 
ever for a moment be subjected to this | 
degrading punishment. It would only be 
reserved for the children of the poor ; 
and therefore I maintain this is class 
legislation. Then, I say the bench | 
of magistrates do not make sufficient | 
allowance for mischievous acts committed 
by the children of poor parents. I notice 
that these mischievous acts are regarded 
ina very different spirit when committed 
by the children of the comfortable | 
classes than when committed by the. 
children of the poor. There is a tendency | 
to make a jest of them and to laugh at | 
them when committed by children of the 
comfortable classes, but not in the case of | 
the children of the poor. Again, Clause 3. 
introduces, so far as I know, an entirely | 
new principle into our criminal law— 
namely, to make a parent responsible for 
the criminal act of his child. My hon. 
friend has already pointed out how 
delicate an inquiry that opens up, and 
which it will be for the magistrate to 
undertake. I do not think that any more | 
difficult question has been submitted to | 
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the courts of summary jurisdiction since, 
some thirteen years ago, this House gave 
to them in Ireland jurisdiction in regard 
to alleged cases of conspiracy. Courts 
of summary jurisdiction are usually com- 
posed of persons who have not had even a 
nominal legal education, and they ought not 
to have imposed on them the very delicate 
and difficult inquiry as to whether or not a 
parent, from want of due control of his 
child, has or has not conduced to that 
child’s criminal conduct. It is true that 
Sub-section 4 provides that the parent 
may appeal to Quarter Sessions, but 
everybody who has any knowledge of the 
subject knows that that is a mere 
mockery ; that the poor parents could 
not appeal. But supposing Clause 3 is 
given effect to by the magistrate, what 
would be the result? A fine may be 
imposed in the first place, and that fine 
may be as high as £5. Now, how is the 
labouring man going to pay £5, or even a 
fifth ora tenth of £57? Therefore, in the 
case of the poor man the real punishment. 
would not be a fine, but imprisonment. 
Though by this Bill it is professed to keep 
people out of prison, the effect would be 
to send these people to prison; and that 
is an object which I would not be willing 
to support. At the present time, if my 
statistics are correct, there are 75,000 
persons annually sent to prison, not 
because they have committed any offence 
which, in the first instance, is deserving 
of imprisonment, but because they are 
not able to pay a fine. That is an appal- 
ling state of affairs. The effect of this 
Bill, I believe, will be to very materially 
increase the number of those persons. 
For these reasons, and specially because I 
believe it a piece of class legislation, I 
object to this Bill and support the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Mansfield. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.): I have no general criticism to 
make upon the Bill, but the mover of the 
Amendment made one suggestion from 
which I strongly dissent. The object of 
the Bill is to substitute whipping for im- 
prisonment. We did not know this in 
our early days as whipping, for it used to 
be called swishing. The hon. Member 
made a suggestion that there should be in 
place of either imprisonment or whipping 


what practically means solitary confine- 


ment upon bread and water. Now I 
happen to have had some experience of 
what happens in schools abroad, especially 
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in France, and I do wish most strongly to { Those are words which are a little diff. 
raise my protest against it ever being | cult to construe, and I have very little 
made the law of this country that children | doubt that the Home Secretary will see 
should be placed in solitary confinement | his way to modify them in some way so 
either with or without bread and water. ‘as to protect the parent or guardian a 
I believe that the evil of the present | little more than they are protected in this 
system is acknowledged in every part of | proviso. But if I object to the wording 
France, although the practice con-|of this clause absolutely and entirely, 
tinues to prevail to a considerable | that would be no ground whatever for 
extent. And yet it is admitted in | objecting to the Second Reading of this 
France that the practice of locking up| Bill. It is a purely subsidiary clause in 
children in the cachot is about the | the Bill to meet the case in which parents 
very worse system that could possibly have been found to be more or less 
be adopted with regard to children, That | actually conducing to malpractices on 
is really the only reason why I have risen | the part of their children. We all desire 
to take any part in this debate. Ido not | to stop that, but I venture to express the 
wish it to go forth that anything approach- | opinion that this proposal goes a little too 
ing solitary confinement is a proper | far, and will require some modification in 
remedy for any child’s offence whatsoever. |Committee. The chief reason why I rose 
The only other observation I should like | was simply to express my great abhor- 
to make upon the Bill is in regard to| rence of the idea of ever introducing 
Section 3. This provision in Section 3 | solitary confinement, whether upon bread 
strikes me as perhaps a rather strong | and water or not, in cases of children’s 
method, and I hope that the Home | offences. 


Secretary will see his way to reduce, to a | 
*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 


certain extent, the severity of it. We) L 
must remember that it is not the Home | ton): I feel very much surprised that 


Secretary who has framed this Bill. This 


measure has come down to us from the | 


House of Lords in its present form, and 
although the Home 
approve of its general provisions, there is 


Secretary must | 


|the Government should introduce this 


measure for the punishment of youthful 
offenders. Weshould take into considera- 
tion the fact that, in the early part of this 
session, there was a similar measure 





brought in by the hon. Member for 


a 


no particular reason why he should 
approve of every word contained in it. brenie a or for - eijont = 
“2 , ai . | punishment by whipping of boys under 
rejected by a majority of 123, and only 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON: It is | 72 Members voted for the principle of 
starred as a Government Bill, but I will | that Bill, while 195 voted against it. 
tell the hon. Member why a stardoes not | Under these circumstances, one can 
necessarily prove that the Government | hardly understand that the Government 
have adopted every single line of the| should introduce this measure in 
Bill. I brought in myself a similar Bill | another place and bring it forward now 
and tried my best to get it through, butI | to give power to the magistrates to 
failed owing to certain opposition which | order the whipping of boys under 
was offered to it. That Bill was starred the age of sixteen. I regard this 
by the Government, and it is quite clear Bill as a very serious measure, 
that the starring of my measure did not | and one which in this enlightened age 
necessarily indicate that it was a Govern- should certainly not be adopted by the 
ment Bill. Iknow, as a matter of fact, House of Commons. I believe that the 
that the Government do sometimes adopt | country is anxious that the Government 
Bills that come from the House of Lords | should bring in a great many measures 
without necessarily approving of every to solve the social problems of the people, 
line of them. Clause 3 provides— but I do not believe that in all the pro- 
“If a child or young person commits any mises which were made at the last elec: 
offence and it is proved that his parent or tion there was a single promise made by 
guardian has conduced thereto by magiesting, any Cabinet Minister or by any hon. 

Cc 


without sufficient excuse, to exercise due con- f 4 the 
trol over him, the parent or guardian shall be Member on the mE side - ing 
deemed to be guilty of having contributed to House that they were in favour of bring 


the commission of the offence.” ing in a measure providing that the 
Mr. Herbert Robertson. 
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punished by whipping. The 


should be introduced, and _ he 


it was brought in with a 


But when we look at the criminal statistics 
which were published quite recently for 


the year 1898, we find that they do not | 


bear out the view which has been given 
by the Government for the introduction 
of this measure. We find, I am 


happy to say, a very large reduction | 


in the prison population of our 
country. According to the last Return, 
between the year 1883 and 1893 the 


prison population—that is, the persons | 


imprisoned—decreased to the extent of 
thirty per cent. during those ten years. 


I think that is a very happy state of | 


affairs, and it shows that the growth of edu- 
cation—although we should like to see it 


a much in broader sense—is having a good | 


effect upon the population, and we have 


not so many crimes at the present time as | 


weformerly had. I think that is largely due 
toa more humane treatment of criminals 
by our judges. Now let me take the 
class of boys who will be subject to this 
punishment. The Home Secretary re- 


ferred to the class of boys who are sent | 


to the reformatory schools. I find in 


looking through the same return of the 


criminal statistics that in the year 1898 
there were 1,017 boys sent to refor- 
matory schools, and out of that number 


there were 801 boys sent there without | 
Those boys | 


being imprisoned at all. 
were sent to the reformatory schools 
without suffering any imprisonment. and 
there were only 102 boys who suffered 
ten days imprisonment and under, and 
112 boys who suffered one month’s im- 
prisonment and above ten days. This is a 
strong indication that the magistrates in 
these cases have adopted a more humane 
policy, and that when these boys have 
been brought before them for committing 
petty offences or crimes, the practice of 
sending them to reformatory schools 
instead of to prison is increasing. The 
fact that you had 801 boys sent to 
teformatory schools, who were not sent 
to prison before, is an indication that the 
Magistrates did not consider the crimes 


they had committed were of serious im-_ 


port. The same return states that of the 
boys sent to reformatory schools for 
simple larceny and minor offences there 
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children of the working classes should be | 
Home | 
Secretary in the short speech he made to- | 
night gave his reasons why this Bill | 
said | 
view of | 
attempting to stop the large number of | 
childien who were now sent to prison. | 
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were 717 cases. Those who have the 
privilege and the right of sitting upon 
the magisterial bench know what these 
simple larcenies are. They are simply 
minor offences boys sometimes commit, 
which, as one of the speakers before me 
stated, in the case of boys belonging 
to the leading families are  over- 
looked and not punished at all. What 
does this Bill mean? It means that 
under Section I. many of the boys 
who would come under the same cate- 
gory as the 801 who were sent to reforma- 
tory schools last year without having 
any imprisonment at all would be subject 
to be whipped, that is to say, the magis- 
trates would have it in their power to 
order that these boys should be whipped. 
I regard this as a retrograde measure in 
respect that we should not in this age 
give power to the magistrates to order 
that boys should be whipped in addition 
to being sent to reformatory schools. We 
all know that boys who are sent to re- 
formatory schools are subject in these 
schools to humane influences and a better 
class of education than they have been 
accustomed to. Many of these boys come 
out bright and intelligent, and become 
useful citizens of the country. You pro- 
pose in this Bill first of all to give power to 
| the magistrates to order a child to receive 
six strokes with a birch rod, and you also 
give power to increase the number to 
twelve and up to. eighteen strokes. I 
ask any member of this House, are we 
anxious that our children should be 
whipped in this way? There is no ques- 
tion that the working classes are more 
sensitive upon than the whipping of their 
children. If their children are whipped 
in the Board Schools they resent it. 
The proposal to give power in this 
measure that a constable should whip 
these children, and that the parents 
should have the right to go and witness 
the punishment of their own children, 
| is a step which no House of Commons in 
| this part of the century should pass. By 
' Clause 3 of the Bill it is proposed to give 
/anew power. I quite agree with the hon. 
Member for South-west Bethnal Green 
when he stated that this measure will have 
a tendency in a great many cases to cause 
a large number of parents to be sent to 
prison for crimes they are practically not 
responsible for. Under these circum- 
stances, as has been already pointed out, 
| you create the new offence that where it 
has been proved that a parent or guardian 
-conduces hy the neglect of his child to 
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the child committing a crime he is to be | 
is a retrograde measure. 
the 


subject to a fine of £5 by the court for this 
neglect. If you gave this power to magi- 
strates it would simply mean that the 
magistrate would inquire into the past’ 
conduct of parents towards their children. 
In many cases they would bring prejudice 


to bear, and parents very often would be | 


punished without having been guilty of 
any crime whatever. We all know that, 
under the Act dealing with cruelty 
to children, we have already great 
powers, and many parents are brought 
up for neglect. I think there is ample 
power under that Act, when put in opera- 
tion, to punish any parents or guardians 
who have neglected their children. To 
give them this power to inquire into the 
conduct of parents because a boy steals 
apples or commits any other small crime 
would certainiy cause very great hardship 
to a great many parents. I also agree 
with the views expressed by the hon. 
Member for South-west Bethnal Green in 
reference to the clause giving power to 
parents to appeal to quarter sessions. We 
know quite well that now we havea 
large nuniber of cases where poor men or 
women have a right to appeal against the 
judgment of a lower court, but in the 
vast majority of these cases no appeal is 
taken. They pay the fine or suffer the 
imprisonment, because they cannot 
undertake the cost of going to quarter 
sessions. I regard this protection of 
giving them the right of appeal as very 


delusive. I do appeal to the Home 
Secretary. We regard him as a very 


humane man, but I cannot understand his 
action now, looking to the speech which 
he recently delivered on the Bill intro- 
duced by the hon. Member for Ripon 
when there was a similar proposal made 
for flogging or corporal punishment of 
boys under sixteen. He stoutly opposed 
that measure, and it was defeated by a 
very large majority. I hope the House 
to-night, without distinction of party, 
although the measure has been brought 
in by the Government, will vote against 
the second reading, and place upon record 
the fact that the House will not tolerate 
such measures, introduced by any hon. 
Member. 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) : Unless 
we get a promise from the Home Secre- 
tary that the first clause will be elimi- 
nated, in other words, that whipping will 
not be part of the Bill, I shall support 


the Amendment of the hon. Member. I. 


Mr. Jonathan Samuel. 


{COMMONS} 
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object to the principle it introduces. It 
The history of 
criminal law of this country 
during the whole of the century 
has been a history of the application of 
the principle of the humane treatment of 
offenders. I am not going into all the 
statistics now, but the application of 
more humane principles to the treatment 
of offenders has in no way tended to in- 
crease crime. Apart from the fact that 
the Bill introduces a principle which, in 
my opiaion, is retrograde, I object to the 
whole scope of the Bill as contained in 
the first clause. The Bill proposes to 
give power to magistrates to order the 
whipping of youthful offenders for any 
offence under homicide. Not only so, but 
the first clause creates a most extraordinary 
kind of case. There is no power new, 
even in the High Court, or the county 
court, or the court of summary juris- 
diction, to imprison for non-payment of 
damages, but it is proposed by this Bill 
to enable magistrates to order a child to 
be whipped because his father is too poor 
to pay if his son happens to break a 
window, if the window is valued 
at £5. If the magistrate imposes 
a fine of 5s.—and we know that 
many men can ill afford to maintain 
families, apart from paying costs for the 
offences their children may commit—and 
if any person is unable to pay the fine, the 
magistrate may order the child to be 
whipped. Look how this would work 
out. There are two children—one the 
son of a poor man and the other the son 
of a wealthy man. These two lads go 
into the streets and throw stones and 
break windows. They are brought up 
before the magistrates, and fined 5s. and 
costs. In one case the fine is paid, and 
the boy gets off scot free; in the other 
ease the fine is not paid, and the boy is 
whipped in prison by a prison official. I 
do not know whether the right hon. Gen- 
tleman has considered the effect of this 
clause, which gives the magistrate power 
to order flogging or whipping for the 
non-payment of a fine and costs 
and damages. It does seem to mé 
an extraordinary innovation in our 
criminal system that the magistrates 
should be empowered to deal with youth- 
ful offenders in the way this Bill provides. 
There is another objection to the Bill, and 
that is one which has already been 
mentioned—the inequality and the wr 
certainty of its effect. It is impossible 
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to conceive the enormous gap there is 
between flogging, or whipping as it is 
called, a sensitive child, and whipping a 
child who may not care very much after 
the first infliction of pain has gone by. 
Men who have families know that even 
in the same families there may be 
childrea, one of whom you would not 
under any circumstances speak harshly 
to because the child is so sensitive that 
the effect might be injurious, while there 
may be others who would stand a deal of 
birching without suffering in any way 
from it. The natures of the children are 
so totally different that a whipping in one 
case might be almost fatal, while in the 
other case it might havea good effect. 
Does the right hon. Gentleman know 
what happens in cases brought before the 
High Court judges ? It is impossible not 
to notice the inequalities in the course 
taken by judges in cases where flogging 
is allowed. If trained lawyers, men 
accustomed to the Criminal Courts all 
their lives, commit these inequalities, what 
are you going to say about magistrates who 
have no legal training or legal experience ? 
I say that the inequality which would be 
the result of this first clause would be 
sufficient to justify me in voting for the 
Amendment. I hope that before the 
Amendment goes to a division the Home 
Secretary will give the House an assurance 
as to the way this first clause will be dealt 
with. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) : If you get a group of lads 
who commit the same offence punishable 
by fine or imprisonment, or, if the lads 
are under 14, by flogging, is it 
preferable to send the boys to prison 
or to fine them, in which case 
the parents pay the fines? In cases 
where the fine is paid no doubt the boy 
receives the correction of the birch at 
home, while the castigation by the con- 
stable, which takes place in the presence 
of the parent, generally gives dissatisfac- 
tion on the ground that it is not adminis- 
tered with greater severity. Which boy 
suffers most—the boy who is flogged on 
the spot, or the boy whose fine is paid 
and who accompanies his parent home to 
suffer by flogging or otherwise when he 
gets to his domestic hearth ? The truth is 


that this is really the most humane and , 
any hope or promise of redemption in 


satisfactory mode of treating the young 
offender. Any one who has to administer | 
justice in the neighbourhood of towns | 
knows that the magistrates have to_ 
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‘deal with groups of boys who, if 
not pulled up in time, might become 
members of the criminal class. You 
can deal with such cases most effectively 
by punishing the ringleader and letting 
off the minor members of the group. In 
that way you probably sent him back to 
live a respectable life. If a parent is 
fined, and the boy is simply talked to in 
a serious tone by the magistrate, I am 
afraid the results will not be perfectly 
satisfactory in instilling the necessary 
terror of the criminal law into the 
boy, who would then go on in his 
evil course and would find his cha- 
racter gone, and his chance of earning 
a respectable livelihood would be 
seriously diminished. I do hope the House 
will not be misled by those false notions 
of humanity which have been uttered by 
hon. Members. Flogging is a form of 
corrective which a boy does not forget, 
but it has not any effect in diminishing 
the self respect of the individual. As to 
the diagnosis of the sensitive child, I am 
afraid it would require an amount of in- 
spection which the most energetic Home 
Secretary could hardly hope to administer. 
Really the argument against flogging 
in these cases of youthful offenders 
proceeds from a wholly mistaken kind- 
ness ; it is likely to result in domestic dis- 
turbance at home, and in the possible 
permanent degradation of the lads who 
are sent to prison or allowed to continue 
in evil courses. This Bil] really will assist 
in the administration of local justice 
which I cannot help thinking is adminis- 
tered with greater knowledge and discre- 
tion on the part of magistrates than the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
gives them credit for. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
I have heard with astonishment the 
reactionary speech of the hon. Baronet, 


whom I regard as an eminent and en- 


lightened man. I do not know whether, 
in the variety of his pursuits, 
he has had to deal with very young 
children. I have had some experience in 
that way, and I am _ perfectly satisfied 
that the infliction of the rod by a con 
stable, under the eye of an_ inspector, 
would be much more likely to degrade 
and demoralise for the rest of his life a 
child who was worth anything, or had 


this world, than the infliction of punish- 
ment by either of his parents. I think 
it shows some ignorance, if I may b, 














823 Youthful 


permitted to say so with all respect, of 
children’s nature to put forward such an 
argument. I cannot help observing that 
this Bill, which is brought down from the 
other House, is an illustration of how 
legislation is done for Ireland in the 
present Parliament. A few minutes ago 
there was not a single Member from 
Ireland in the House except my- 
self, though now I am _ happy to 
see the Chief Secretary, the  secre- 
tary of the Local Government Board, 
and other Members are present ; yet 
this Bill deals with Ireland and 
creates new offences applicable to 
Ireland which is supposed to have 
statute-made offences enough already. 
I cannot help thinking that this case 
illustrates the disadvantage Irish Mem- 
bers are at when Bills of a not altogether 
Irish character, like some of the Bills in 
the orders of the day, with insidious 
sections applying to Ireland, are, as it 
were, sprung upon the House. Were it 
not that by chance some Irish Member 
happened to be present the Bill would 
probably pass without observation. I 
confess I am one of those who think that 
whipping sheuld only be adopted in the 
last resort. I disapprove altogether of 
many of the sections of this Bill. There 
was an Act of Parliament passed in 1879 
which limited the power of whipping 
to six strokes. I think the Govern- 
ment might have been satisfied 
with that Act. We are not now 
in a position to repeal that Act. I ques- 
tion whether if now brought forward it 
would pass, having regard to what 
happened with respect to the Private Bill 
lately brought forward by a right hon. 
Member opposite. It was rejected at 
an early stage of the session by a large 
majority. This Bill would enable every 
petty sessions in the very remotest 
corners of the three kingdoms to inflict 
the punishment of whipping. These 
courts are not exposed to the strong light 
of public opinion, and things might be 
done there which would escape public 
notice. In that way irreparable injury and 
injustice might be inflicted on a poor boy 
for a trifling offence. The very speech we 
have heard illustrates how some men’s 
minds are constituted. Some magistrates 
entertain the same opinions which 
I am sure the hon. Member for 
Oxford University honestly entertains. 
If a child were brought before him 
there could be no possible doubt he would 


Serjeant Hemphill. 
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inflict the rod without the slightest com- 
punction, and to the utmost extent to 
which the law enabled him. Tempera- 
ments vary very much. In the eyes of 
some, to steal a rabbit or shoot a pheasant 
would be worse almost than shooting a 
man. Men vary according to their 
idiosyncrasies and education, and we can- 
not expect human nature, even in magis- 
trates, to be quite perfect. The hon. 
baronet is probably a metaphysician, but 
he must know how one gets hardened if 
you are in the habit of perpetually 
flogging boys. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: May I in- 
form the hon. Member that I am neither 
a metaphysician, nor am I in the habit of 
flogging boys ? 


*Mr. SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I thought 
the hon. Member was a master of all 
sciences. But undoubtedly a constable 
would havea very different feelingin regard 
to inflicting the birch or rod, or whatever 
instrument it might be, from a father or an 
affectionate mother, while to say that a 
father would rather the child was flogged 
than fined says very little for the general 
humanity of the English people. As far 
as the Irish people are concerned, I 
repudiate any such argument altogether. 
The punishment of flogging is repugnant 
to the Irish nature and to the feelings of 
the Irish people, and it is preposterous 
that this Bill should be sprung upon us 
with an elaborate provision for its being 
applied to Ireland, the Chief Secretary 
being substituted for the Secretary of 
State in the exercise of the functions 
therein imposed. I do not know how far 
the fact of this Bill being applicable to 
Ireland was brought before the House of 
Lords, but I think if it had been properly 
appreciated the Bill would never have 
passed its Second Reading, and I trust 
it will yet be withdrawn. There is a 
still more preposterous provision which is 
quite a novelty in law. The Bill actually 
enables you to flog a boy because the 
parent is either unable or unwilling to 
pay a fine. That, indeed, is restoring 
the old whipping-boy theory. There 1s 
no precedent for such an idea, and it isa 
law which would excite the utmost In- 
dignation in Ireland. Then the third 
section says, that if a young person com- 
mits any offence, and it is proved that 
the parent or guardian has conduced 
thereto by neglecting, without sufficient 
cause, to exercise due control over him, 
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the parent or guardian should be deemed 
to be guilty of contributing to the com- 
mission of the offence. Therefore, 
according to the view of the hon. 
Member for the University, if it was 
proved to the magistrate that the parent 
had not thrashed the boy every day of 
the week before breakfast, he might be 
said to have conduced to the offence. 
Negligence is a very broad term. It 
would enable a_ hard-hearted — stern 
magistrate to strain the law in such a way 
that there would be a perpetual conflict 


tors of the law, and the evils we already 
suffer from in Ireland would be aggra- 
vated to a ten-fold degree without any 
advantage whatsoever ensuing. A new 
crime is created by this section, and I 
challenge the Secretary of State to show 
in the Statute Book any precedent for 
such a section or clause. I do not think 
that this is a Bill which under any cir- 
cumstances can ever be—if I may use a 
vulgar expression—licked into any sort 
of reasonable shape, and I appeal to every 
man who has sympathy with children, who 
knows how they differ in temperament 
and disposition, to follow the precedent 
set earlier in the session and reject this 
Bill, which is an altogether cruel and in- 
human measure. 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
The right hon. and learned Member who 
has just spoken has, in the course of his 
speech, explained many things. He has 
said that the Irish people have an uncon- 
querable aversion to being whipped as 
children. That entirely explains to me 
the attitude and conduct—the energy, I 
would call it—of the Members opposite 
who come from Ireland. I think it they 
had been whipped in their childhood, they 
would probably have been much more 
agreeable to us. [An Irish MEMBER: I 
think you were neglected, too.] I have 
no unconquerable aversion to whipping 


as a form of punishment. What 
are the other forms of punishment ? 
Imprisonment, companionship — with 
people already convicted of crime, 
and who are likely very much 


to deteriorate the moral tone of a boy 
who is forced to associate with them, and 
all the deteriorating effects of a prison. 
To my mind, a short and simple whipping 
is much superior to that. 
trying to restrict the number of persons 
to whom whipping could be administered, 
I think it would be an advantage to have 
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I can conceive many cases 
in which a couple of dozen would be a 
far ore adequate and effective punish- 
ment than that now inflicted by custom 
or law. In fact, this is rather an indul- 
gent measure. Consider what it does. 
A boy of sixteen is accused of attempting 
to murder or of high treason—for the 
Bill includes all offences of which the law 
is cognisant. The law will not try him 
unless it believes he is capable of under- 
standing the offence of which he is 


‘accused. The law at present inflicts the 
between the subject and the administra- 


utmost punishment upon that boy. This 
Bill proposes to substitute for that very 
serious and possibly fatal punishment a 
whipping with a birch-rod, and eighteen 
strokes is the limit. That is the very 
reverse of cruel. With regard to graver 
offences, at any rate, it is a very merciful 
change in the law. It might be an advan- 
tage if it applied, say, to political offences. 
I think that a couple of dozen would 
sometimes be better than permanent ex- 
clusion from office. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: What is a 
political offence—an indictabie political 
offence ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Oh! I am 
not a learned Member of this House, and 
therefore I will not attempt to go even so. 
far as a definition. I leave that to the 
right hon, and learned Gentleman. I say 
there is an absolute strain of mercy passing: 
through this Bill. It proposes to sub- 
stitute for imprisonment or hanging the 
mild punishment of whipping, leaving it 


open to the boy to return to society with- 


out any serious deterioration, except in 
a cuticle form. But I do look with a 
certain amount of distrust upon Clauses 
3and 4. Clause 3 puts upon the parent 
a responsibility which should not be im- 
posed upon him. The young person has 
been tried for an offence ; it has been 
proved, to the satisfaction of the court, 
that he is a responsible person, that he 
adequately and fully knows the nature of 
the offence he was committing; conse- 
quently, the whole and full responsibility 
lies upon him. Therefore, it cannot lie 
upon the parent. But by Clause 3 you 
bring in the parent whom you have inci- 


‘dentally acquitted, and pretend to convict 


Instead of | 


him of some contributory action in regard 


to the crime. That is a contra- 
diction. Moreover, it must not 
be forgotten that by the laws 


we have passed with respect to education 


‘we have to a large extent taken the ro- 
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sponsibility of the education and training 
of the children out of the hands of the 
parents. We have ordained that the 
children shall be sent to*such and such 
schools, and we have taken very large 
securities for the moral training being 
given in those schools which alone can be 
given in connection with religious teach- 


ing. To that extent you have taken— 


away from the parent the possibility of 
control he formerly had over his children, 
and instead of imposing a further respon- 
sibility you should rather relieve him of 
some of the responsibility he has at 
present. The clause sets up a sort of 
amateur gaoler. Where are you going to 
get him? Is it to be the parent, who 
perhaps has been guilty of conducing to 
the offence? Surely not. If not, whom 
is he to be, and how will he be provided 
with all the means and appliances that 
are required in a gaol? That is a 
dangerous position, and, with Clause 3, 
wants very serious amendment. But 
with regard to the substitution of whip- 
ping for the more serious punishment, it 
does seem to me that the measure is 
rather merciful than the reverse. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I confess I have had three 
disappointments in this debate. My first 
disappointment was with the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn. One of my first ex- 
periences years ago was to meet the hon. 
Gentleman when he was enjoying all the 
luxuries of a horse while 1 was engaged 
in the humbler exercise of the bicycle. 
My hon. friend, if it is not too personal a 
remark, used to be accompanied by his 
children. I would like to ask him 
whether in his private life, in his capacity 
as father, he exercised this doctrine of 
whipping with regard to these three 
charming children ? 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They were 
always good children. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I put this to 
the House, and it is a question we ought 
to consider: Shall we apply to the chil- 
dren of other parents a discipline we 
would not apply to ourown? My second 
disappointment was with regard to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Seere- 
tary, when he introduced this Bill. I 
confess I simply looked at the title in the 
Orders, and did not pay very much atten- 
tion to what the right hon. Gentleman 
was saying, because, knowing what a 
perfectly straightforward and honour- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 








Offenders Bill. 828 


able English gentleman he is, I took 
it for granted the Bill meant 
exactly what it said. Therefore, 
when I knew he was introducing a 
Youthful Offenders. Bill, I, in the 
innocence of my heart, thought he was 
introducing a Bill for the purpose of 
levelling up the legislation of this 
country—which, so far as humanity is 
concerned, is nearly always behind—to 
the legislation of other countries. My 
third and greatest disappointment was in 
the speech of the hon. Member for Oxford 
University. We all have a great deal of 
respect for the hon. Gentleman, not 
merely because of his own high personal 
character and great attainments, but also 
because he is the representative of one of 
the great institutions of the country. | 
looked at the speech of the hon. Gentle- 
man as throwing light upon one of the 
most important of all questions, namely, 
the mind and the psychology—if I may 
use that phrase—of the child, and the 
manner in which the education of the 
child should be conducted. I found the 
hon. Gentleman had _ no other solution to 
offer to the House with regard to the 
treatment of the child tian methods 
which I supposed were dead and buried 
fifty years ago. What does this Bill pro- 
pose to do? It has been represented 
by the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
that he would apply to the children 
of the poor —for it is with the 
children of the poor we are dealing 
—methods he would not dare to 
apply to his own children. This is a Bill 
for altering and almost revolutionising— 
and certainly degrading—the law of this 
country. It proposes to introduce whip- 
ping for children, and the defence of my 
hon. friend is that whipping is a_ less 
punishment than other punishments 
which might be inflicted. But is there 
no alternative? The advocates of this 
Bill have gone on the line that you have 
to choose between two things, that you 
must either have the child whipped by a 
constable or you must send him to gaol. 
But you need do neither the one nor the 
other. Even under the existing law of 
England you need not send the child to 
gaol, and under the law of Germany no 
child under sixteen years of age is ever 
sent to gaol for the first offence. The 
child gets a serious warning ; the offence 


| is recorded against him, and in time may 


be brought against him, but the humane 
law of that country and of this country 
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comes to the reasonable conviction that a | 
child of that age may not realise the 
meaning of what it is doing, and there- 
fore, in order to save the whole of tue 
life of the child from the stigma of 
imprisonment, he gets the opportunity of 
retrieving his character and of acting a 
better part when his reason is more 
mature. My hon. and learned friend 
who took part in the _ earlier 
part of this debate used an argument 
which has not been answered. I was 
astounded to hear the hon. Member for 
Oxford University throw scorn upon that 
argument, which was that a whipping 
meant one thing to one child, but quite a 
different thing to another child. It was 
said that the Home Secretary could not 
make distinctions between one child and 
another, and that it would be throwing 
too much work upon the right hon. 
Gentleman. I would trust a great deal 
to the present Home Secretary, because I 
know he is a humane and an enlightened 
man, although this is an inhuman and a 
retrograde measure for which he makes 
himself responsible. But the cases do not 
come before the Home Secretary. The 
Bill proposes to give this discretion not 
to the Home Secretary, but to every 
magistrate in the country, learned or un- 
learned, merciful or merciless—or_per- 
haps the proper expression would be, 
wanting in intelligence and sympathy 
rather than wanting in heart, not having 
the power of realising or knowing the 
mind and character of the child. The 
mind of a child is a very difficult and 
complex subject. I suppose the hon. Mem- 
ber for Oxford University is acquainted 
with the works of Herbert Spencer, and 
he will doubtless remember a most 
striking passage in one of his works, 
in wnich a child is described as going on 
a railway journey with its mother. The 
mother has seen everything before ; the 
child, whose senses and mind are just 


awakening, finds everything around it» 


novel and interesting, the result being 
that the child is always asking questions 
which seem to the parent—especially if 
she be an unenlightened parent—either 
embarrassing or absurd. A great many 
of the offences of childhood are the 
offences of ignorance ; very often they are 
not offences at all, but a something done 
in ignorance, and very often are due to 
ignorance or want of understanding on 
the part of the parent. But now comes 
the Home Secretary, backed by the hon. 
Member for one of the greatest educa- 
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tional establishments in the country, and 
his answer to all these difficult and com- 
plex problems of the mind and disposi- 
tion of a child is in these words—words 
which I say are shameful. The court may 
adjudge that the child— 

“Be privately whipped with a birch-rod, and 
thereupon he shall be whipped accordingly 
by a constable in the presence of an inspector 
or other officer of police, and also, if the parent 
or guardian desire to be present, ot that 
parent or guardian.” 

Twenty-five years hence the words of 
this Bill—for it is only a Bill, and will 
never become an Act if the Members of 
this House of humane and _ intelligent 
views do their duty—will be looked upon 
as a proof of the comparative savagery in 
which we live in these days. The hon. 
Member for Oxford University says the 
objection of the parent may be that the 
constable would not punish sufficiently. 
That is a strange argument, and it is 
backed up by my hon. friend who has 
never applied corporal punishment to his 
own children. What parent in this 
House will get up and say that he regards 
corporal punishment for his own children 
as a good thing? I know of no decent 
home in which it exists, and I believe 
there are very few public schools of an 
enlightened character where it is still 
allowed. There are none in Ireland that 
I am aware of, and I do not believe that 
any magistrate in Ireland would dare to 
carry out such a measure as this. I will 
turn to the other clauses in this extra- 
ordinary Bill brought in by the Home 
Secretary as a measure of alleviation. It 
is provided that if a child or young per- 
son commits any offence, and it is proved 
that the parent or guardian has conduced 
thereto by neglecting without sufficient 
excuse to exercise due control, the 
parent or guardian shall be liable to a 
fine. The Bill cannot even be 
consistent. There is no “sufficient 
excuse” for neglecting a child. In 
London we know that a Bill like that 
would be very carefully watched if passed 
into law. The question is not how the 
measure will be carried into operation in 
the midst of an enlightened metropolis 
carefully watched by public opinion, but 
how it will be used for class interests in 
country districts. If this Bill were to be 
administered by enlightened magistrates 
in an enlightened community and under 
the supervision of a vigilant press, even 


then I should object to it, but my objec- 


tion would be much less. We know that 
where this Bill will be abused will be in 











831 Youthful {COM 


the country districts. I hope opposition 
to this Bill will not be confined to these 


benches alone, but that hon. Members on | 
the opposite side will be found ready to | 
We know that a Bill | 


support this view. 
of this kind is more dangerous in the 
country districts. I call this a class Bill, 
and I challenge contradiction. {An Hon. 
MEMBER: No, no.]| Some hon. Gentle- 
man says it is not a class Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Certainly | 


not. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Then I will 

read the section which provides that the 
court may— 
“In lieu of committing him to prison for 
non-payment of any fine, costs, or damages, 
adjudge that he be privately whipped with a 
birch rod.” 


A wealthy parent can pay any fine, costs, 
or damages, and therefore the question 


whether a child shall be whipped or not | 


depends upon the ability and willingness 
of the child’s parents to pay the fine. 


Mr. GIBSON 
Member has not quoted all the words. 
Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: The words 


are— 


“Where a child or young person, being a 
male, is convicted either on indictment or 
summarily of any-offence other than homicide, 


the Court may, in lieu of sentencing him to | 


penal servitude or imprisonment, or instead of 
committing him to prison for nonpayment of 
any fine, costs, or damages.” 

I do not see that that alters my argu- 
ment or my statement. I say that where 
a parent can pay the fine the child is 
saved from whipping, and a parent who 
cannot pay the fine cannot save the child 
from being whipped. Therefore, I think 


I prove my statement that whether the | 


child be whipped or not depends on 
whether the parent of the child is willing | 
to pay the fine or not. This is the very 
worst form of class legislation which is 


being brought forward by the Home| of this Bill really is. 


BOWLES: The hon. | 
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‘consequences. Now I come to the fourth 
| clause, which provides— 


“A court of summary jurisdiction, on 
remanding or committing for trial any child or 
young person, may, instead of committing him 
to prison, make an order that he be placed in 
the custody of any fit person named in the 
order who is willing to receive him, and be 
detained in that custody for the period for 
which he has been remanded.” 

/I will not say that that is meant to 
encourage baby farming, because I do not 
suppose that that is the object of the 
clause. But what I do say is, how are 
/we to know what kind of a person this 
is to whom you entrust these children? 

In Texas the punishment is inflicted that 
prisoners should be hired out to certain 
employers, with the result that a horrible 
system of oppression has been the result. 
This very day I was reading very 
hurriedly the biography of a man whose 
name is on the lips of every English- 
man to-day—I mean the gallant defender 
| of Mafeking, and I find that his biography 
brings out the fact that his splendid 
/mother was largely accountable for the 
greatness of the son, for she made it a 
rule never to inflict corporal punishment. 
iI was also reading a _ biography of 
Napoleon [., and I find that his mother 
made corporal punishment the very 
gospel of the whole family, and I traced 
the very different careers of these two 
great men. (Laughter.) I do not know 
why hon. Members lavgh, but I presume 
that they would be the first to admit that 
their mothers had a great deal of influence 
upon theircharacter. That wasthe inference 
I was drawing. If you treat a child in 
this brutal manner in its childhood you 
create a brutal nature, but if you lay a 
good foundation in other ways it will not 
only be effectual in the case of the child 
‘itself but it will spread kindness and 


' enlightenment everywhere. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 


shire, Eifion): It seems to me that we 


| have a mistaken theory of what the object 


If my hon. friend 


Secretary under the guise of a Bill for! who has just spoken will show me any 


alleviating the punishment of children. | 
With regard to the responsibility of | 
parents, there again I would not object if | 
I knew the law was going to be exercised | 
by enlightened magistrates, ‘with an 

enlightened and watchful public opinion | 
to safeguard it; but a law like this, 

placed in the hands of a magistrate with | 
strong class and social personal prejudices 

might be used with serious and terrible | 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 


| tive to imprisonment. 


method by which whipping can be 
avoided without imprisonment I should 
be very glad to support him. This pro- 
posal is put forward as the only alterna- 
Much as I dislike 
whipping, I dislike sending a child to 
prison even more, and it is only in a case 
where the child would otherwise be sent 
to prison that the magistrate is authorised 
to inflict whipping. My hon. friend says 
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that the rich man’s child gets clear! manded to gaol, the child may be taken 
because he can afford to pay the fine, care of by somebody else, possibly by the 
whereas the poor man’s child gets flogged. wife of the inspector of police, some rela- 
But what is the alternative? Why, that tive, or perhaps some philanthropic person. 
the rich man’s child still gets off under the I say again that the alternative of being re- 
present law, but the poor man’s child goes manded to a private house is much better 
to prison. Suppose two children commit than being remanded to a gaol. Still 
the same offence, and one is the child of a the power of remanding to the gaol 
wealthy parent, and the other the child remains. Reference has been made to 
of a poor parent. The wealthy father unintelligent and cruel magistrates, but I 
s the fine and the other does not. If would remind the hon. Member that 
this Bill is not passed then the poor child | these magistrates have the power with- 
goes to gaol. My point is that this Bill | out this Bill of sending those children to 
enables that child to be whipped with | prison. What you do with the present 
five or six strokes of the birch-rod instead | law is that you fetter the hands of the 
of being sent to gaol. I would prefer a| kind-hearted magistrate and the in- 
child to have eighteen strokes with a | telligent magistrate, and the magistrate 
birch-rod rather than send him to gaol} who desires to alleviate the child’s 
for even twenty-four hours. That being | punishment as much as possible. Under 
s0 I am in favour of this Bill. Reference | these circumstances | feel that I must 
has been made to the case of the sensitive support this Bill. My hon. friend has 
boy. I agree that there is a difference, | contrasted the punishment under this 





and perhaps it is difficult for the magis- 
trate to decide, but does not the same 
difference come in in the case of imprison- 
ment? Suppose this Bill is passed, and a 
parent satisfies the magistrate that the | 
particular child convicted is a very sensi- 
tive child. My opinion is that the more 
sensitive the child the more terrible would | 
imprisonment be, and that child would | 
think less of whipping. This Bill is | 
more important in the case of delicate, 
sensitive, and nervous children than 
of any other, because, in all cases, | 
as I said before, the alternative 
that is avorded by this Bill is imyprison- | 
ment. My hon. friend referred to the | 
letting of a child off in the case of a first 
offence. But magistrates almost invari-— 
ably do that now. Ihave never known a 
case Where the magistrate did not always 
let off a boy on the first offence. But 
what would my hon. friend do in the case 
of asecond offence? Would he say that 
the magistrate must send him to gaol, 
and that there is no other alternative ? 
Speaking as a magistrate, I should shrink 
from sending a second offender to gaol, 
because perhaps the boy has misused the 
leniency of the magistrate on a previous 
occasion, and because the boy has been | 
led to believe that the magistrate would | 
be equally lenient a second time. I 


'a hardship to children. 


‘in the interest of the children. 


Bill with the punishment inflicted in 
former years, and he has made reference 
to people who do not punish their children 
in their own homes as if that was an 
analogous case. I venture to say that 
there is not a man here who would not 
prefer to have his own child whipped in 
his own presence in preference to being 
sent to gaol. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): The hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of Liver- 
pool has stated that this is acruel Bill and 
I venture to say 
that it is just the reverse, and that 
if it is passed it will be clearly 
Instead 
of sending these children to gaol, and 
making them hardened criminals, it offers 


the alternative of whipping, and thus 
prevents these children being sent to 
‘gaol and being mixed up with other 


criminals and hardening them until they 
become criminals as well. Surely it 
would be better to give them a good 
birching. At the present time the sons 
of the upper classes—even Dukes’ sons— 
ave birched, and why should not other 
people and the children of other classes be 
birched? The hon. Gentleman went on 
to say that this Bill would be very harshly 
administered in the country districts. 





would shrink from sending him to gaol| Andwhy? Are the children worse there 
when he might be punished by half a! than in the towns? I venture to say 
dozen strokes with the birch rod. Objec-' that the children in the country districts 
tion has been taken to Clause 4, but what | are better brought up and do not commit 
does that mean 4 
child is remanded, instead of being re- do. 


VOL, LXXXIIL, 


It means that where a’ such offences as the children in the towns 
Who is it that puts obstructions on 
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a railway line, and stands on the rail- | 
way bridges outside large towns and 
throws empty bottles and stones at 
the engine-drivers as 
by? I heard of a 
of these stones thrown 
bridge just outside London which 
hit the engine-driver and knocked 
him down, and he is in the hospital at the 
present time. Such children are brought 
up before the magistrate. If fines are 
imposed, generally the parents or the 
friends of the boy pay them, and the 
children get off scot free. How are you 
to make any impression upon such chil- 
dren? You must inflict some punish- 
ment upon them, and if youare to punish 
them at all it is very much better to birch 
the child than send him to prison. The 
Act says that the child— 

“Shall be whipped accordingly by a con- 

stable in the presence of an inspector or other 
officer of police.’ 
It has been said during the course of this 
debate that children are of a very dif- 
ferent temperament, and flogging may 
have little effect on one child, while it 
might very seriously injure a nervous 
child. Therefore, I think that instead of 
being flogged in the presence of an in- 
spector,the medical officer or the divisional 
surgeon of police would be better able to 
tell whether a child can stand flogging or 
not. I hope the alteration I have sug- 
gested will be made in the Bill. I intend 
supporting this Bill, because [ think it is 
a much more humane thing to give a 
child birching—which all boys have 
had more or less, instead of imprison- 
ment, for many centuries, and which 
has made the British boy what he is— it 
is better and less degrading to birch a 
boy than send him to prison to mix 
with other classes of criminals. I hope 
my right hon. friend will adhere to this 
Bill, which, with the slight alteration I 
have suggested in Clause 1, I hope will 
be passed into law. 


case of one 
from the 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I have had some experience 
in. connection with existing law for in- 
flicting punishment of the kind which the 
Government propose to extend. In the 
first place, I think that any attempt to put 
upon the statute book a Bill which would 
make flogging a more common method 
of treating young persons before our 
police courts is a very inhuman step. We 
talk about whipping as a very effective | 

‘ 


Mr. Jeffreys. 


{COMMONS} 


the trains go, 
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method of checking crime, and all of us 
who have been at public schools have 
experienced the effectsof caning. Birching, 
as applied to these unfortunate children, 
is very different from caning, for it is an 
inhuman practice of the grossest kind, | 
will give the hon. Gentleman and the 
right hon. Gentleman who are doubtful 
about it a case which is on the records 
of Parliament. When I was elected in 
the year 1887 for Ilkeston, my attention 
was called in my own constituency to a 
case which I brought before this House, 
and which a former Home Secretary. in- 
quired into. This Minister himself in- 
troduced a flogging Bill, which Iam glad 
to say we were able to diive out. In 
the case to which I refer there was 
a boy seven years of age accused of 
stealing a watch. He was brought before 
the magistrates, who, under a somewhat 
mistaken view of giving him a milder 
form of punishment, said they would not 
send the boy to prison, but ordered 
him to receive four strokes with the 
birch rod. That was a comparatively 
mild sentence. I saw the boy two or 
three days after the infliction of this 
punishment, and his littte back was 
covered with wounds which extended 
right through the skin to the muscles, 
and not only was his back a mass of raw- 
ness, but the wounds had come round to 
the front of the abdomen, and they had 
cut down to the muszles on the front of 
his frame. If that kind of thing is to 
happen in this country, I say that any 
Bill which supports it is an inhuman Bill. 
After I saw that case and brought it 
before this House, and saw the boy 
afterwards, I determined on _ every 
occasion to oppose this system of flogging 
children. I hope we shall have strong 
opposition to this Bill as regards the 
flogging of unfortunate children. In the 
year 1891 there was a Bill introduced for 
the purpose of flogging children, and it 
made a most opportune election card for 
the Liberal party. [Ministerial cheers.| 
Hon. Members may cheer, but when they 
go to their constituencies and speak to 
people in the agricultural districts, and 
consider with them how small offences 
under the game laws would be treated 
under this proposal, administered by those 
whose sympathies are rather with the 
game than with the children, they 
will be forced to oppose — such 
legislation unless they wish to have 
plenty of raw and scarred backs in every 


sitio 
rests 
Bill 

rich, 
as a 
some 
and 

who 
assu 
first 





the 
itful 
ords 
din 
tion 
tO a 
use, 
- in- 
in 
vlad 

In 
was 
| of 
fore 
vhat 
Ider 
not 
ared 
the 
vely 
or 
this 
was 
ded 
‘les, 
aW- 
l to 
had 
t of 

to 
Any 
Sill. 
; it 
boy 
ery 
ing 
ong 
the 
the 
for 
1 it 
for 
rs. | 
hey 
: to 
and 
ces 
ted 


837 Youthful 21 May 1900} 


village in England. I object to that as 
demoralising alike to the people who in- 
flict the punishment and to those who 
receive it. This is a method of the 
dark ages, and we ought to be able to do 
now without inflicting this kind of physical 
torture. We ought to be able to manage 


our affairs without having to resort to such | 


punishment. There is hardly a school 
board where the managers would not 
look askance and get rid of a master 
who could not maintain discipline in his 
school without inflicting corporal punish- 
ment. If a schoolmaster cannot manage 
children without corporal punishment he 
is regarded as not fit for his post. On 
that account I shall oppose this Bill as a 
retrograde step in the legislation of this 
country. We have already upon the 
Statute Book sufficient powers for the 
flogging of young persons, and we do not 
want greater powers in that direction. In 
other respects it is not so bad a Bill as 
hon. Members have made out. I have a 
great desire that children should not be 
sent to prison, but under an Act passed 
last year we can send them to reforma- 
tories, and magistrates can meet the 
difficulty by applying the Act which 
was passed last year. When the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham first came into this 
House he made his reputation here by 
resisting flogging as applied to the mili- 
tary service of this country, and he did 
very splendid work in opposing the 
flogging of our soldiers. In Birmingham 
at the present time they do not send 
young.persons to prison, and for years 
past the efforts of the magistrates have 
been directed towards avoiding the send- 
ing of young persons to gaol. There are 
other ways in which you can deal with 
young offenders, and as far as this Bill 
is concerned in dealing with children by 
sending them to industrial schools and 
reformatories and giving greater powers in 
that respect I think the Bill is a good one. 
But when you put in the forefront of this 
Bill this flogging clause, then it will be 
certain to receive most determined oppo- 
sition from everyone who has the inte- 
rests of the people at heart, because this 
Bill will affect the poor more than the 
rich, and we therefore ought to resist it 
as a measure of class legislation. In 
some respects the Bill is a good one, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman 
who is in charge of it would give us an 
assurance that he will do away with the 
first clause we should be less inclined to 
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resist it. Butif he insists on carrying 


this Bill with the first clause, I must say 


that I myself and, I believe, many hon. 
Gentlemen behind me, will feel bound to 
offer all the resistance we can to a measure 
which we consider both retrograde and 
inhuman. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): I can at any rate guarantee 
to the Home Secretary that he will have 
the most cordial and hearty support of 
many Members on this side of the House 
for this Bill. I understood the hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken to say 
that he had experience of caning. I can 
give evidence on the point also, because 
as a schoolboy I have had experience of 
both caning and birching. I have been 
caned at a private school and flogged 
at a public school, and all I can 
say is that if I had not gone 
through either unpleasant operation I 
should have infinitely preferred to have 
been birched rather than have to undergo 
the degradation of prison. An hon. and 
learned Member opposite said, most 
courageously, having regard to his posi- 
tion, that this is a case of alternatives. 
These children commit crimes. They 
have got to be punished and deterred, and 
how is it to be done in the best interests 
of the chid? Is there a single father in 
this House who, if his child committed a 
crime, would not rather that the child 
should be birched than sent to prison ? If 
there is, a more injudicious parent does 
not exist. There is no degradation in 
punishment ; the degradation is in doing 
wrong. When boys steal or break into 
houses, then they degrade themselves ; 
not when they are whipped or flogged 
for it, and it is nothing more than cant to 
talk’ about the degradation of whipping. 
The hon. Member also talked about this 
being a retrograde Bill. I do not care 
whether it is retrograde or not if it is an 
improvement. I have not the immense 
conceit to suppose that we are superior in 
every respect to our forefathers. Weare 
advancing, I hope, in the main, but it is 
quite possible to make mistakes, and why 
should we not correct them ? Why should 
we be afraid to be retrograde if we are 
improving? [Cheers.} I do not mind 
the cheers of hon. Members opposite in 
the least ; they think that wisdom is 
bound up with them and will die 
with them, but they will soon find out 
that they are wrong. An hon. and learned 


‘ Member near me reminds me of a case in 
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which a number of boys broke into a 
house with loaded revolvers and _ stole 
£300, and he himself had to deal with 
them. No doubt the elder boys deserved 
imprisonment, but what about the younger 
boys who had been led away? Why 


should they be branded with the mark | 


—|An Hon. Member: Of the birch ?]— 
Oh no, I have been branded with that 
myscli and I do not consider it in the 


least 1 disgrace ; but why should these | 


young hoys be branded with the stigma 
of having been in prison ? 
a cruel thing, and it can be avoided by this 
sensible and humane measure. 
Members talk of this Bill as a question of 
class legislation. That is perfectly 
ridiculous. It is admitted on all hands 
that the sons of the richer classes are 
subjected to corporal punishment in their 
schools, and why should it be any degra- 
dation to the sons of the poorer classes to 
be subjected to the same treatment? To 
talk of this Bill as affecting the country 
districts principally is to show a complete 
ignorance of the situation. 
offenders, as a class, do not exist in fhe 
country districts at all. 
well for the hon. Gentleman opposite to 
try and frighten us with an electioneering 
bogie. I do not mind if he sends out 
posters when I am engaged in a contested 
election. I will not alter my course in 


the least through any such contemptible | 


methods as are suggested to us as 
a means of influencing our votes. 
have got to do our duty here, and hon. 
Gentlemen may, at least, give me credit 
for honestly and sincerely opposing them 
with reference to this Bill. The hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 


Liverpool ridiculed Clause 3,andasked how 
could there be any “sufficient excuse ” for 


neglect, but it seems to me that ill-health | 
Surely | 


would be a_ sufficient excuse. 
that stands to reason and common sense. 
We have got to choose between sending 
these boys to prison and stamping them 
for life with a brand which will never be 
effaced, or else stamping them with a 
brand which they will get over very 
easily, as I have had to get over it. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : The 
hon. Member for the Basingstoke Divi- 
sion has stated that he will move an 
Amendment when the Bill is in Com- 
mittee to substitute a surgeon for the 


police inspector as a witness of the birch- , 


ing. No self-respecting surgeon in the 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs. 


{COMMONS} 


That is indeed | 


Hon. , 


Juvenile | 


It is all very | 


We | 
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| country can ever be hired for any such 
| purpose as to see a poor child stripped 
and whipped for an offence which if com. 
‘mitted by a child in another class of 
society would be merely regarded as 
_ childish play. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: May I say that in 
| cases of flogging in prisons a surgeon is 
| always present ? 


Mr. BROADHURST: Flogging an 
; adult in prison is a very different thing 
to flogging the tender flesh of the young 
children of the poor. Greater nonsense 
cannot be imagined than that which has 
‘been talked by the hon. Member for St. 
| Albans just now. He seems to wish us to 
| believe that he was proud of his caning 
and his birching. But whenever flogging 
in schools takes place it is administered 
by an educated person and under circum- 
stances which carry no disgrace with it 
‘when the boy who was punished leaves 
school. That is the difference between 
| flogging at school and flogging at a police 
court by a constable, or even a superior 
police officer. I have sat for more than 
ten years in the discharge of my duty as 
a magistrate, and so far as my experience 
has gone there is no difficulty in effee- 
tively dealing with young offenders with- 
out going to the extreme either of send- 
ing them to prison or of inflicting cor- 
poral punishment on them. We have 
never had, so far as my memory carries 
me, a single one of these youthful 
offenders before us a second time, and I 
do not remember a single case in which a 
| youthful offender was sent to prison. The 
| hon. Member for the Basingstoke Division 
stated that serious offences by youthful 
offenders are less frequent in rural dis- 
tricts than in urban districts. That I 
believe is perfectly correct, but his argu- 
/ment went on to show, as far as I under- 
| stood it, that most of these offences are 
committed in big cities. Why is that? If 
ithe homes of these offenders were dis- 
| covered they would probably be found to 
| be very poor and overcrowded, and how 
/can you expect proper control and moral 
training in the case of children who are 
living half a dozen in a room, and often 
sleepingin a room with adults of both sexes. 
That may easily account in large measure 
for these serious offences being located in 
crowded centres. I object to the Bill 
altogether. I am not a lawyer, but I 
have some elementary knowledge of the 
criminal law. As I understand it, Clause 
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3 creates a new criminal offence altogether. | Gentleman in charge of this Bill is a 
Iam really somewhat surprised at the in-| humane Minister, a Minister who during 
troduction of a clause of this kind into a | his term of office has exercised his preroga- 
Bill so innocent, and coming from the | tive of mercy on many occasions with great 
quarter it does. Parents and guardians | discretion and with very general approval. 
are to be made co-offenders with the | If this Bill was to be administered by the 
children if they have not exercised suf-' Home Secretary, I know of no other 
ficient and due control over them. Who! man to whom I would more readily 
is to judge whether they have exercised | entrust it, or any other Bill of a similar 
sufficient control? How are we to arrive | nature. But who are the men who are 
at that knowledge? Then, in the next likely to administer this law? [AN Hon. 
place, what is “ as control,” and who is! MEMBER: You are one of them.] If it 
going to define it ? We should have tocall were limited to the judges of the High 
upon the most experienced criminal lawyers | Court there would be some guarantee, in 
to interpret that phrase. Parents and guar- | some cases, but not in all, that it would 





dians, if they have not exercised due con- 
trol, have to be placed in the dock with 
the children, and dealt with at the same 
time, and they are to be liable to pay a 
fine not exceeding £5 and the costs of the 
proceedings against the young person. I 
would ask whether the payment of the 
costs is in addition to the fine of £5. 
The costs may run up to three or four 
pounds, and if the parents or guardians 
are to be made liable to pay them there is 
scarcely any limit to the costs which 
a magistrate’s clerk might pile up 
in order to punish the parents 
and guardians of the children. Per- 
haps the Home Secretary may in_ his 
reply before the discussion concludes, if it 
does conclude to-night, be able to give 
some further information in regard to that 
sub-section. Clause 4 appears to me to 
be a most serious one. Under it an 
accused child may be sent into the custody 
of some person of whom it knows nothing, 


and may be detained as a prisoner, and if | 


he is escaping, or thought to be escaping, 
he may be run down by the police 
without summons or warrant, captured, 
and restored to his place of keeping, very 
much like a runaway slave. That is a 
most ominous clause. It seems to bring 
into British law the apprenticeship 
system known in South Africa and other 
parts of the world. I would require a 
great deal of assurance on these points 
before I agreed to that clause. It must 
be amended so as to define more clearly 
by what persons and under what circum- 
stances these children may be detained. 


Who is to decide what is a “ fit person ” ? | 


A “fit person” might be some task- 
master or task-mistress who had some 
menial work which he or she wanted done, 
probably without any remuneration. I 
look upon Clause 4 with the gravest 
suspicion, and I sincerely hope that it 
wul never become law. The right hon. 


| be administered with care and discretion, 
/and with some amount of justice. But 
‘it is to be administered by magistrates in 
‘the courts of summary jurisdiction, and 
| by the stipendiary magistrates. I would 
rather trust the children under the care of 
| the county magistrates than I would under 
the stipendiary magistrates. I believe, as 
}arule, we should get more justice, and 
certainly a great deal more mercy and 
‘consideration for the children from the 
| former than the latter. But all county 
| magistrates are not persens qualified for 
| this work. It is perfectly well known 
|that many young men are made magi- 
strates immediately after attaining their 
| majority, and in a year or two they come 
‘and sit on the bench to administer the 
law, although they have never been out- 
side their own parishes since they left 
school or university, and have had no 
experience of the ways and byways of 
| human nature. Their only experience has 
been to give a word to their servants, 
| gamekeepers, and grooms on their estates, 
and that word is obeyed. These men 
are totally unfit to entrust with the 
administration of a Bill so far-reaching 
and serious as this is. No one regrets 
more than I do the disappointment felt 
by many of us at the speech made by the 
hon. Member for Oxford University. For 
a man so cultured and so refired to stand 
up in this House and advocate a measure 
which I think so cruel, is one of the 
amazing things connected with human 
nature. I certainly expected quite a dif- 
ferent lead to the House on a subject of 
this kind from a Member for a University 
than that which he gave us to-night. 
I trust that this Bill will never reach 
the Committee stage. It is said 
that it is not a class law; but does 
anyone for a moment suppose that the 
backs of any children above the class of 





workmen will ever be submitted under this 
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Bill to the castigation of a village police- 
man? Nothing of the kind. We can 
legislate on the sure and certain faith and 
knowledge that that is not going to be 
the case. Who will suffer under it, then ? 
The hon. Member for St. Albans says 
young criminals. I am surprised that 
the hon. Member should talk of children 
of tender years as criminals. I do not 


know of anything more degrading to the | 


House than to use language of that kind 
in regard to children of ten, twelve, or 
fourteen years of age. It is because of 


our ignorance or indifference, or neglect | 


{COMMONS} 
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| but a man, before he can speak with full 
feeling and knowledge on this matter 
‘must at least have been responsible for 
| the up-bringing of children if he has had 
none of his own. It is for these reasons 
that I oppose this Bill, and I resume my 


| Seat with an earnest appeal to the Home 


Secretary that he may to-night, before 
the debate closes, be able to assure the 
House that if this Bill goes to a Com. 
| mittee he will move to omit all portions 
|of it which have any reference to the 
infliction of flogging on children of tender 
years. 


to study the minds of our children | 


that we are brought at this time 


of day to the point of asking the great | 


British House of Commons to pass severe 


laws enabling magistrates to inflict a most | 
severe and painful punishment upon the | 


tender backs of these little ones. It is a 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I have had the honour of sitting 
/on a Committee of Inquiry into the 
treatment of prisoners in Scotland, and 
one of the most difficult and_ pressing 
| points brought before us was the treat- 


shame and a disgrace to us, and I regret | ment of juvenile offenders, and how to 
that the name of the Home Secretary is | deal with and punish them. Our feeling 
in any way associated with this measure. | was that nothing was more injurious to 
I only hope that, in the exercise of his | the whole future of a child than to send 


discretion, before the next stage is 
reached, he will be able to give such 
assurances to the House as will enable us 
to agree at least to the skeleton of the 
Bill. In my judgment, the whole after 


part of the Bill is inserted for the purpose 


of carrying the first part. It is only the 
first part that is wanted, and not the 
second. Take the appeal to quarter 
sessions against a fine of five pounds. 
That is a matter of impossibility in the 
case of a farm labourer earning ten or 
twelve shillings a week. I remember the 
Act of 1866, giving an assurance of 
equality in criminal offences between 
employers and employees. This is a 
similar and parallel case. What hap- 
pened between 1866 and 1875% Many 
men and women suffered imprisonment, 
but no employer in the country was ever 
once reached and dragged to the police 
court under that Act, nvuch less was sent to 
prison for the offence of breach of con- 
tract. Precisely the same thing will 


happen under this Bill if it becomes law. | 


It would be only the backs of the poor 
that would suffer at the hands of this law. 
My hon. and learned friend the Member 
for Eifion is the only Member on this 


side of the House who has supported the | 


Bill. How is that? It is because he has 
had no personal experience ; he is neither 
a husband nor a father. It is very easy to 
discuss how wise it is to inflict punish- 
ment upon other people’s children ; 


Mr. Broadhurst. 


| him to prison. That being so, what are 
| we really to do with him? Take the case 
| of a set of boys who smashed plate-glass 
| windows to the value of £40 in a single 
|night. Are you to set these boys scot. 
| free, and allow their parents to escape all 
| responsibility? You cannot send these 
| juveniles to prison, and yet they have to 
| be punished in some kind of way. We 

found that boys do much more mischief 
than girls; in fact, we were told that the 
| girls were as good as the boys were bad; 
| but girls have sometimes to be dealt with 
| also. At present there is an excellent 
| rule by which the case of any girl of four- 
| teen years and under is reported straight 

away to the Home Secretary; and I 
| think that rule ought to be extended to 
| girls over fourteen, and all these cases 
| ought to be taken to the Home Secretary 
/and dealt with on their merits by him. 

They should be sent to a reformatory 

school, or at any rate come under the 
direction of the Home Office. The real 
question is whether in the case of boys 
| we shall use corporal punishment, flogging 
or birehing. I have no particular objec- 

tion to either. Like other hon. Members, 

I might confess that I have undergone 

something of the kind in my past history. 

And yet I think there is a very great 

difference between what hon. Members 

may have been accustomed to in their 
callow youth, and the punishment which 
| would be inflicted under this Bill. To be 
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fogged by your father or your school- 
master, or by a bigger boy at school, is an 
absolutely different thing from being 
flogged by a policeman ; and we ought to 
keep that in mind. There would be an 


immense difference, also, in being flogged | 
by a footman or a gamekeeper and that 
to which most of us have been accustomed | 
There is in certain | 
places so strong a feeling against flogging | 
that the magistrates would not inflict it. | 


in public school life. 


In some places in Scotland they flog boys 
quite freely, and without any harm to the 


hoys; but in other places the magistrates | 


would not order a whipping on any 
account. We cannot, therefore, have 
whipping as a universal remedy. 
must look further. I think the provision 
in the Bill in Clause 4, by which children 
and young people can be sent somewhere 
other than to a prison, is a most excellent 
one, if only it can be carried out ; in fact, 
it is attempted in Scotland very largely. 
In many cases, in order to avoid sending 
young people to prison, they are kept in 
police cells for a few hours in order to 


give them a good fright, and then they | 
Now, a police cell is a| 


are dismissed. 


most unsatisfactory place to put children | 
in, but there is no other place at present | 


to put them ; and to whip them does a | 
. . . . | 
life-long injury, and therefore in many | 
cases the boys are left to go free. If | 


something ean be done in the direction of 


making provision for sending untried and | 
unconvicted lads to places untainted, where | 
they could be received for a time, that would | 


bean improvement. I would like to go 


further, and would send lads who had | 


been convicted to some such place, pro- 
vided I was sure they would be well 


treated there ; and you would find magis- | 


trates would convict far more frequently 
than they do now. Magistrates would 
send boys there who are not criminal but 
mischievous ; they would like to give 
them some punishment, but not such a 
punishment as would do far more harm 
than by leaving them go free. Of course, 
we have industrial and 
schools. I think these want looking into, 
and that something better is required. 
We might take a bit of a lesson from the 
United States and aim at some such insti- 
tution as Elmira, where young peopletare 


sent of an older age even than that men- | 


tioned in the Bill, and where the accounts 


show far more attention is given to im-| 
proving the character and turning them | 
out as really fit citizens at the end of the | 


period of detention, and where the success 
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(in accomplishing these objects is often 
surprising. It is in that direction that 
our whole system of punishment wants to 
be amended. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
We are told that, as the law at present 
stands, we are bound either to send the 
children to prison or to flog them. I do 
not think that is the case, because it is 
open to us even now to send the children 
toa reformatory or an industrial school, 
and I believe that it is rather in that direc- 
tion that our thoughts ought to turn than 
| in the direction of greater severity. The 

effect of the Bill would be extremely un- 

fortunate, for it would remove the security 
which we at present have that not only 
must the flogging be carried out in the 
presence of a surgeon, but by the sanction 
of a judge and jury. The Bill, in my 
opinion, is a retrograde step in the fullest 
sense of the word, and not a step in 
advance. We do not want simply to 
punish a child because he has committed 
|an offence; we want to reform him. 
That has been the whole tendency of 
modern legislation. We endeavour to 
bring influences on the child which will 
really improve his character, and make 
him less liable to commit similar offences 
in the future. I hold that principle not 
‘merely on sentimental grounds, not 
because flogging is necessarily a de- 
grading thing, but because we want to 
influence permanently the springs of 
character in the future life of the child. 
I do not think the hon. Member for 
Oxford University regarded flogging as 
a desirable thing in itself, or that impris- 
onment is in itself desirable. If we were 
tied down to these alternatives, the matter 
would be very difficult to decide. There 
is no civilised country in the world that 


'I know of which inflicts a penalty of 


flogging for petty offences under sum- 
mary court jurisdiction, and I do not see 
why we should be called upon at this 
time of day to adopt such a measure. 
What is the necessity, or urgency, or 


coming to us and asking us to do it 
now ? Has there been an increase in 
juvenile crime? On the contrary, in 
recent years there has been an immense 
reduction of juvenile crime, and that has 
been the effect not of severe punish- 
ments, but to a very large extent of edu- 
cation. We have got, in this way, at the 
root of the evil, and we may look forward 
‘to a still further reduction in juvenile 
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offences. It is, therefore, ‘wholly 
inappropriate to ask us now to inflict on 
children the punishment of whipping. 
We have been told to-night about gentle- 
men who have received birchings in their 
youthful days. That is an argument that 
ought not to be considered, because it is 
perfectly well known that a birching at 
school is an absolutely and totally different 
thing from a birching by a policeman. A 
birching from a policeman is not such a 
thing asa man would speak of with pleasure 
or a smile in after years. Such a punish- 
ment as was described by an hon. beadber 
would score the back of a child in a 
terrible manner. ‘The instrument, as 
everybody knows, is a very severe one, 
and is wielded by the hand of an un- 
educated man; and the punishment may 
be more or less severe according to the 
temper of the man and the strength of his 
arm. It is quite possible that a child may 
receive torture which he will remember 
with shame to the last day of his life, and 
I do not think the House is called upon 
at this time of day to agree to that. The 
hon. Member for St. Albans was very 


angry when he was told that the electors | 


would take this Bill to heart, and he 
spoke of the feelings of electors 


as not to be considered in a matter of | 


this kind. I think that when an election 


comes round the hon. Member will be | 


inclined to modify his opinion on that 
point. I think the feelings and convie- 
tions of parents ought to be considered, 
so far as they are just and reasonable. 
Parents feel strongly and reasonably that 
it is not right that, by the decision of a 
single magistrate, paltry offences should 
be punished by inflicting a whipping on a 
child which may be totally unsuited from 
physical health or temperament to 
receive it. It will be in the country dis- 


tricts where this Bill will be most felt, | 


because it is there the magistrates are 
more inclined to be autocratic, whereas in 
towns the magistrate is generally a 
trained legal expert. I should not have 
the same objection to this Bill if it 
were to be administered by the judges 
with the safeguard of a jury. In the 
country districts children are brought up 
for offences which do not seem very 
heinous to magistrates in urban districts, 
such as the taking of a partridge’s nest of 
eggs, or robbing an orchard. I do not say 
that the majority of rural magistrates 
would inflict the punishment of flogging 
for offences of that kind; but I say that 


Mr. C. P. Scott. 


{COMMONS} 
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some would, and that there is a greater 
danger of undue severity being shown in 
the punishments of petty offences against 
the game laws or property by magistrates 
in the rural districts, where they are not 
so much under public control as in the 
towns. I amsure that if hon. Gentlemen 
opposite wish to furnish us with a good 
election cry in the country districts they 
will pass this Bill. We must remember 
| that the electors have a right to have their 
opinions considered. I think that we 
should be spared at this time of day a 
Bill of this kind, which is uncalled for by 
circumstances, and which will increase 
and, to a certain extent, popularise a 
form of punishment which we all admit 
to be undesirable, and sometimes degrad- 
ing, and wholly ineffectual. 





| *Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The course 
|of debate has developed a difference of 
‘opinion in regard to the matters dealt 
| with in the Bill. Of course, I was quite 
| prepared to know that there are a certain 
number of Gentlemen inside and outside 
the House who have such a horror of the 
infliction of corporal pupishment that 
they will not look at a question like this 
| as a matter of common sense, and more 
than that, as a matter of experience. Hon. 
| Gentlemen have spoken as if this were 
_the introduction on a wide scale of a 
new principle—conferring power on magis- 
trates sitting in summary jurisdiction 
cases to give whippings. It is nothing 
of the sort. This kind of punishment is 
adopted in many cases throughout the 
country. A great addition was given to 
it by some legislation passed last year, 
and I have yet to learn that there is 
more abuse in the administration of that 
particular form of punishment of juvenile 
offenders than there was in the adminis- 
tration of other laws in other kinds of 
‘courts. I have been asked what is the 
| motive of the Government in introducing 
‘this Bill. Ishould have thought that this 
Bill was not sprung as a surprise on the 
‘House. It was introduced before, and 
met with a good deal of discussion in 
|another place on several occasions. It 
/met with an enormous amount of dis- 
‘cussion throughout the country last year 
| and the year before. [ have received many 
| representations with reference to it not 
merely from magistrates sitting in petty 
| and quarter sessions, but from societies of 
all kinds whoare interested in the question 
of juvenile crime and of keeping young 



















off 
int 
fin 
S01 
sen 
say 
sen 
ma 
ma 
tha 
unt 
to | 
tak 
anc 
tio! 
has 
hee 
sen 
mat 
the 
thei 
ther 
ease 
deb. 
hett 
and 
tem 
toa 
whe 
olde 
sely 
men 
and 
It is 
keer 
have 
four 
coun 
who 
than 
good 
fit 

offen 
with: 
hers 
are 

punis 
chanc 
any 

whicl 
schoo 
is ne 
with 
Corp 
hon, 
recent 
ging 
and ¢ 
suppo 


differs 


vo 








ease 
se a 
| mit 
rad- 


urse 
e of 
lealt 
juite 
tain 
tside 
the 
that 
this 
more 
Hon. 
were 
of a 
\agis- 
ction 
hing 
nt is 
_ the 
en to 
year, 
re is 
that 
enile 
ninis- 
ds of 
; the 
1cing 
t this 
n the 
and 
ym in 
. It 

dis- 
year 
many 
t not 
petty 
les of 
astion 
oung 
























849 Youthful {21 May 1900} Offenders Bill. 850 


offenders out of prison. The Bill was|a chance of keeping a boy out of prison 
introduced with the distinct object of |and of dealing with him summarily in 


finding a better means of punishment for 
some of the young offenders than that of 
sending them to prison. It is not true to 
saythat it is merely an alternative between 
sending them to prison or to a refor- 


matory. We all know from a speech I- 


made in the early part of the session 


that we have the Juvenile Offenders Act, | 


under which it is possible for them not 
to be punished in any way. Let that be 
taken advantage of to the fullest extent, 


and those who have followed this ques- | 
| judicious and humane way of dealing 
has endeavoured to see that that Act has | 


tion know how much the Home Office 


been carried out. We have the power of 


sending these juvenile offenders to refor- | 


matories and to industrial schools, but | 
there are a good many cases in which | 


there is a better way of dealing with 
them. And, assuredly, some of the 


eases mentioned in the course of the | 


debate are examples in which it was 
better to give the boys a ‘short 
and sharp punishment, such as is con- 
templated by the Bill, than to send them 
toa reformatory for four or five years, 
where some of them are led away by 
older and more criminal boys than them- 
selves. This proposal has been recom- 
mended by Committee after Committee, 
and is intended to be a humane proposal. 
It is intended to work in the direction of 
keeping these boys out of prison. We 
have done a good deal by associating, in 
four or sive centres throughout the 
country, some of our juvenile offenders 
who are sentenced for periods of more 
thanamonth. It has done a great deal of 
good, but that remedy is much more 
ft for the older class of juvenile 
offenders than for the young. It must be 
within the knowledge of the hon. Mem- 
hers who act as magistrates that there 
are cases where a sharp and_ short 
punishment of this kind affords the best 
chance for the boy. I do not draw 
any inference from any experience 
which might be derived from public 
schools. I admit that the experience 
is not parallel; nor is it parallel 
with the cases provided for in the 
Corporal Punishment Bill, which an 
hon, and learned friend behind me 
recently introduced to extend  flog- 
ging to certain offences against women 
and children. I myself was unable to 
support that Bill, but this is a very 
different case indeed, and when we have 
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a way that is not cruel, and can be 
carefully watched, I maintain that the 
House should avail itself of that  treat- 
ment which is not inhuman, but, on the 
contrary, humane. Of course we all have 
our opinions. I can of course under- 
stand the convictions which animate 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, but I say there 
are others who hold the contrary 
opinion, and that there are a great many 
throughout this country who believe that 
this is not a cruel, but on the contrary a 


with juvenile crimes. I have had put 
into my hands this evening a resolution 
from the Council of the National Society 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children, 
a society which is well-known to many 
hon. Members. The resolution states— 
‘*That in the opinion of this Council it is 
very desirable to authorise the substitution of 
corporal punishment for imprisonment for 
offences by boys as proposed by the Youthful 
Offenders Bill.” 
I do not say that the Council is neces- 
sarily right, I do not say hon. Gentlemen 
opposite are right, but I am entitled, 
when we are charged with introducing 
a Bill which is retrograde and inhuman, 
to bring forward a resolution passed by a 
society which is foremost in advocating 
the cause of the humane treatment of 
children throughout the United Kingdom. 
The society by the unqualified terms of 
its resolution takes the same view of the 
Bill which we take. I can assure hon. 
Members that, although I was prepared 
for some little dislike, I was astonished to 
see hon. Gentlemen so carried away by 
their dislike for that kind of punishment 
as to visit the Bill with what I venture 
to think is unfair criticism. There are 
several other points of detail, such as the 
question of parental responsibility. That 
clause is possibly susceptible of amend- 
ment, but I believe it is entirely in 
accordance with the conviction of most 
reformers who have given attention to 
this subject, and that one of the best ways 
of doing something in the direction of the 
suppression and control of juvenile crime 
is to increase parental responsibility. 
This is an attempt to do that. I will not 
say that the words are altogether satis- 
factory, or that I am pledged to every 
word of the clause, but I believe it is a 
step in the right direction. Here, again, 
I may quote the Council of the Society for 
21 








Af) 


a Youthful 


{COMMONS} 








Offenders Bill. 852 


the Prevention of Cruelty to Children. | unmanageable, and who ought to be cor- 


They state— 

“They regard with satisfaction the recogni- 
tion in this Bill of the principle of enforcing 
the responsibility of parents for the offences of 
their children.” 

I was surprised to hear the criticisms on 
Clause 4, because it jsurely is not an in- 
human thing to provide when an unfor- 
tunate boy has to be committed for trial 
for an offence of which he is prima facie 
guilty that, whereas now he is obliged 
to be sent to prison—of course I am 
assuming a case where there cannot be 
bail—the magistrate should have power 
to hand him over to a decent man or 
woman to take charge of him until his 
trial. Could anything be more fair to 
that boy? You avoid sending him to 
prison, and you also take care that the 
persons who take charge of him—it may 
be the wife of some inspector of constabu- 
lary, or it may be the wife of the 
governor of the prison—shall be ade- 
quately paid. I think it is reasonable 
that there should be ‘Treasury help to pay 
for the custody of that boy rather than 
that he should be sent to prison. I can- 
not imagine when the clause comes to be 
considered, that any objection can be 
taken to it. No doubt we can have a 
fight on the main question of corporal 
punishment, but I am not without hope, 


after all, that the Bill may be found to be | 


not the retrograde measure that has been 


described, but really a step, as it is| 


honestly intended to be, in the direction 
of the better control of juvenile crime. I 
realise to the full, and authorities through- 
out England realise to the full also, that we 
have a great deal to do in the direction 
of checking crime on the part of persons 
between the ages of eighteen and twenty- 
one. I understood the hon. Member for 
the Partick Division of Lanarkshire 
to favour the extension of the age 
for reformatories. That may not be 
the right step in the desired direction, 
but I am _ persuaded with him that 
if we can do something to get hold 
of and improve young men who get into 
prison between the ages of eighteen and 
twenty-one, we shall have done more to 
solve the question of how to decrease 
crime in this country than even by 
getting hold of boys at the age cf four- 
teen or sixteen. Without going further 
into details I may say that the Bill has 
been conceived and drawn up as a means 
of correcting boys who are unruly and 


Sir M. White Ridley. 


rected in some way or other. The means 
adopted in this Bill cannot, I think, be 
described as harsh or cruel. If their 
cases are not fit for reformatories or 
industrial schools, and if they have homes 
to which they can return with safety, | 
think it is better to try and correct them 
at the moment and let them go home 
rather than to send them to prison, or 
even to an industrial school. I am 
persuaded that when this Bill comes to be 
considered, and subjected, no doubt, to 
amendment, it will be found to be a Bill 
carefully and honestly conceived, and that, 
if passed, it will enable us to do justice to 
our juvenile offenders and to be really 
humane towards them. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
hour): If the reason put forward by hon, 
Gentlemen on the other side in support of 
this Bill—namely, that it is an alterna. 
tive fora sentence of imprisonment, were 
correct, there would be something to say 
in defence of the measure. But it is 





| totake of it. It is not an alternative, and 
jthe very reason for its introduction is 


quite evident that that isziot a just view 


| because magistrates have from time ‘to 
| time inflicted terms of imprisonment on 
| juvenile offenders for their first offence, 
| and I very much fear thatif you give the 
alternative in this Bill the system of cor- 
poral punishment will grow to be a 
regular system and a disgrace to the 
Empire. There can be no question about 
it, that numbers of magistrates have been 
dealing with first offenders in a manner 
never intended by the law. In numbers 
of cases in Ireland magistrates without 
the slightest consideration send a young 
lad for a trivial offence to a reformatory 
for a period of five years. There is 
nothing in this Bill which says that, before 
ordering corporal punishment, the magis- 
trate must be satisfied that the boy has 
been guilty of different offences, and that 
he is of such a character that there is no 
chance of reforming him without corporal 
punishment. Magistrates now hesitate 
about sending a boy to a reformatory for 
a long period of time, and instead of 
giving him the benefit of the First 
Offenders Act they will have another 
alternative under this Bill. Everyone 
who knows anything of the First 
Offenders Act knows that a more humane 
or beneficial measure was never passed in 
this country. I have had considerable 
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experience of it in the criminal courts in| working man who cannot remain at home 


Ireland, and recently in defending some | 
prisoners before the Recorder of Dublin, | 
who has immense experience in the 
criminal law, I made an appeal that some | 
of the prisoners should be dealt with | 
under that Act. The Recorder said : 
“Oh, this is too serious an offence. “Too 
many men seem to be getting off under | 
the First Offenders Act.” I drew his | 
attention to the fact that although he had | 
been administering the Act since it became | 
law to a greater extent than all the other | 
judges in Ireland together, he did not let | 
one single offender off under the Act who 
came before him a second time. At the. 
moment he was unable to verify that) 
observation, but he looked into the 
records and informed me next day in 
Court that no person let off under the Act 
had ever come before him again. The 
necessity for this measure is this: a 
number of magistrates get the idea into 
their minds that they are bound to inflict 
aterm of punishment of some kind on | 
any youth coming before them. They | 
consider that a caution will not do, 
although a gentle word very often is much 
better than corporal punishment. It is 
because magistrates are too severe and 
insist on inflicting some form of punish- 
ment that you have this application to go 
back to the degrading system of corporal ; 
punishment, and the moment you give 
that power to the magistrates you bring 
disgrace and discredit on the administra- 
tion of the law. I must confess I was 
very much amazed to find the Home 
Secretary attempting to defend Clause 3. 
It introduces a new principle which is 
subversive of every principle of law. The. 
father is going to be punished if by his 
neglect he in any way conduces to the | 
crime of his child. How can that clause | 
be administered? The same neglect | 
would conduce to the theft by a child of | 
sixpence or a £5 note. The child will 
get a greater punishment if he stole) 
£5 than if he stole sixpence, but the 
father, whose measure of neglect must | 
be the same, must also be punished 
acoording to the gravity of the offence of 
the child. Surely that is a principle sub- 
versive of all law. There is one other | 
consideration in connection with this Bill | 
which is of great importance to Ireland. | 
If a father is accused of neglect in con-| 
nection with his children there are various | 
laws which can deal with him at present. | 
In addition, we are now going to intro- 
duce a system of punishment for the | 


to watch his child. You make him 


subject to be haled before a Court and 


have his day’s wages stopped and _ be 
subjected to an_ investigation as to 
whether the offence of his child should 
be attributed to his neglect. But the law 
will tell unequally as between England 
and Ireland. In this country a man 
would be a competent witness in his own 
behalf ; he could come forward and satisfy 
the Court that there was no evidence 
against him. In Ireland he would not be 
a competent witness, and the mere allega- 
tion that he had been guilty of neglect, 
with the fact that his child had been found 
committing some crime, would be regarded 
as an offence. I sincerely hope, whatever 
happens, the Bill, and I believe Clause 4 if 
it stood by itself, would be useful, that 
the extension of the system of corporal 
punishment will not be sanctioned because 
it would be certain to develop into a 
disgrace to the administration of the law 
in this country. 


Sm J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- 
wich): I heard with pleasure the few 
remarks addressed to the House by the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Partick Division of Lanarkshire. ‘They 
contrasted in an extremely pleasant way to 
my ears with what fell from the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the St. 
Albans Division. [ was also heartily 
pleased to hear from the Home Secretary 
a repudiation of this notion that flogging 
at a public school is ona par with flogging 


‘at a police court at the hands of a 


police constable. I do not believe that 
any argument has ever been used 
with more transparent insincerity, un- 
less indeed it was used more by 
way of a joke than anything else. 
But there was something which feil from 
the hon. Member for the St. Albans Divi- 
sion which was by no means a joke. He 
spoke of our opposition to the Bill as 
cant. I am sorry to have to tell the 
Home Secretary that our opposition will 
be continued if the clause extending 
corporal punishment is retained. As 
regards our being guilty of cant, that 
word has been used with reference to 
every opposition to all the infamous 
punishments that blackened the pages of 
our statute book. When the abolition 
of capital punishment for sheep stealing 
was fought for in this country, those who 
favoured that splendid reform were 
accused of cant. I might go over a very 
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long list of amendments of the penal laws, 
and it would be found that every one of | 
these amendments, proud as we are of 
them to-day, were supported by men who 
were accused of cant. I hope this subject 
can be discussed without bandying back- 
wards and forwards accusations of such a 
character. I am bound to say I detest 
the idea of the extension of the system of 
corporal punishment, and I am thankful 
to the hon. and learned Gentleman who 
has just spoken for his practical remarks 
on the subject. If a boy who breaks a 
pane of glass is to be branded as a 
criminal I think we ought to reflect 
seriously on the tone which should be 
adopted in discussing a measure of this 
kind. I would ask the Home Secretary, 
whose kindliness we all admire, and whose 
administration of his high and honourable 
office we also admire, whether this prin- 
ciple embodied in Clause 1 is so sacred 
in his eyes, and is so extremely desirable 
from any man’s point of view that he 
should force it upon a very large body of 
unwilling members, as he will have to do 
if this Bill is to be carried as it stands? 
I would beg him to consider whether it is 
for the benefit of the country that this 
system of corporal punishment should be 
extended, and I would ask him in a spirit 
of good feeling as between one side 
and the other to drop that part of the 
Bill. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I have listened to a considerable 
part of this debate, and I am really 
astonished that we should to-night, after 
a very extended Easter holiday, and with 
the prospect of a very extended Whitsun 
holiday, and with the knowledge that 
there is a large amount of business of a 
really urgent and useful character in 
arrear, be spending all this evening upon 
a Bill which is, I think, a reactionary 
attempt to deal with the question of such 
enormous importance as that of juvenile 
crime. I am beginning to see light in 
this matter. Throughout the length of | 
this Parliament the working classes have | 
been wondering at the small amount of | 
beneficent and  remediable legislation | 
which they are getting from the present | 
Government. But this is the irony of | 
the whole situation. After the fathers | 
have waited all these years they now find | 
that the Government fails to give them | 
anything, but are prepared to give their | 
children a sound whipping. Although | 
we have a lordly disdain from hon. | 


Sir J. Brunner. 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 








the House. 


Gentlemen opposite and a supreme and 
refined contempt for the electorate, | 
venture to say we shall be able to turn 
that contempt into something of a very 
different nature if the Home Secretary 
presses this Bill ; and when he has broken 
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| down the opposition with which, I believe, 


it will be fought line for line, and when 
he passes this Bill into law, I can promise 
him that I will do my very best to hold 


up to the admiring gaze of the British 


democracy this monument of Tory legis. 
lation. My hon. friend who referred to 
juvenile offenders in the country districts 
appeared for the moment to forget that 
there are generally two magistrates on 
the bench. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
thought that was a splendid protection 
for youngsters who may have stolen 
apples from an orchard. On the bench 
will be found the best Christian in the 
village—the parson—and you may be 
quite sure he will not mete out justice 
tempered with mercy. Then there will 
be his traditional ally—the squire—who 
represents all that is great in our village 
aristocracy, and between .the two it is 
certain the youngster wili get the full 
benefit of this Bill, What I am really 
astonished at is that in the first place we 
are told that these juveniles are to be 
saved from imprisonment and penal servi- 
tude, and to be whipped with the birch-rod 
instead. Could anything indicate more 
clearly the lack of appreciation of the 
problem of juvenile crime than that? If 
whipping is a sufficient punishment, then 
surely penal servitude must be an awful 
crime. The fact is, under this Bill you 
are going to give police constables addi- 
tional powers. 

It being Midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


VETERINARY SURGEONS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed to 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


COLONIAL SOLICITORS BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 
COUNTY COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT 
(1891) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Adjourned at ten minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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857 Private Bill {22 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 22nd May, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquanted the | 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
: 
(HI. }. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 


. Table. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 


F formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. 
on the 10th instant discharged, and Bill | 
E committed. 


The Order made 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 

Read 2¢, and committed. 

ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CORPORATION 
BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GLASTONBURY GAS 


STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 


BAKER 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; | 
and referred to the Examiners. 


ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TRUST BILL [H.1.]. 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY 
[H.L. ]. 


BILL 


| 
| 
NEW RUSSIA COMPANY BILL [u.1.]. | 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the | 


Amendments agreed to. 


VOL. LXXXIIL [Fourru Srrtes.] 


May 1900} 


| ELECTRIC 


| ELECTRIC 
ORDERS (No. 
Committed to a 
whole House on Friday next. 
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Busin (SS. 


| OTLEY URBAN | DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
| with an Amendment. 


| CORK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L. }. 


| HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL [u.1. |. 


Returned from the 
to, with Amendments. 


Commons agreed 


KINGSTON-UPON THAMES 
[H.L. J. 
SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL [u.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agr¥ed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed™to. 


GAS BILL 


| MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 

The Queen’s consent signified ; and 
| Bill reported from the Select Committtee 
with Amendments. 


WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL [u.1.}. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Brought from the Committee ; Read 
1*; to be printed; and referred to the 

Examiners. (No. 95.) 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.1.}. 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
8) BILL [H.L.]. 


Committee of the 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L.}. 


GAS ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Committed to a Committee of the 


(No. 1) 


(No. 2) 


| whole House. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [H.L.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 2) BILL [H.1L.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS — ee 
(No. 3.) BILL [H.1. 


2K 
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ELECTRIC : LIGHTING PROVISIONAL to have three or four more days holiday 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [H.1.] | than the House of Commons. 


Read 2“ (according to Order). 


| 
| COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL} LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON ‘Senomn. Reavesa,) 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICTS, ; 
ETC.) BILL [u.1.]. ; spe of the day for the Second Read- 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and ~~ 


passed, and sent he Commons. . , 
passed, and sent to the Co | *EarL GREY : My Lords, the Bill which 
it is my privilege to introduce to your 


| Lordships, though an important Bill, is 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. /not one of a wide-reaching character. Its 
scope is limited to a proposal to raise the 

as minimum age of boys working under. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD _ | ground from twelve to thirteen. The Bil! 
(SCOTLAND). has been sent up to this House from 

Fifth Annual Report of the Local another place whereit passed without oppo- 
Government Board for Scotland ; pre- | sition, and when I state that the Members 
sented (by Command), and ordered to lie of Parliament who prepared and brought 
on the Table. the Bill into the House of Commons were 
Sir Charles Dilke, Sir James Joicey, Sir 

Joseph Pease, and Sir Alfred Hickman, 

COUNTY COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT your Lordships will receive those names 
(1891) AMENDMENT BILL. (No. 93.) as Fe gewes = this hag ex not 
TS eae eae ee interfere injuriously with the coal-mining 
seed aia pga eg maa waa. industry. The whole effect of the Bill is 
ad Ne acl to make compulsory a practice which is 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; adopted as a matter of course by the great 
and to he printed. majority of coal-owners. An over- 
whelming proportion of those engaged in 
the coal-mining industry, whether as em 
THE WHITSUNTIDE RECESS. ployers or employed, are anxious that the 
Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: Seeing meaure should be passed into law. This 
the noble Marquess in his place, I should being so I think it is unnecessary for me to 
like to ask if he could tell us when and waste the time of your Lordships by 
for how long he proposes to adjourn for endeavouring to show that it is desirable 
the Whitsuntide recess. to prohibit labour which is calculated to 
interfere injuriously with the develop- 

THE PRIME MINISTER ANDSECRE- ment of growing children. That such 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN labour should be prohibited I think is 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY): universally recognised. I do not think 
[ had originally proposed to adjourn on anyone will contend that in fixing thir 
Monday for a fortnight, but it has since teen as the minimum age for working un 
come to ny knowledge that the House of derground Parliament is injuriously in- 
Commons have arranged to adjourn for terfering with the freedom of a private 
sixteen days. It would be intolerable industry. Apart from the desire of your 
that this House should have to acknow- Lordships to save children from the evil 
ledge inferiority to the House of Com- consequences of employment underground 
mons in this respect, and [ therefore at too early an age, there is another con- 
submit to your Lordships that an _ sideration. In 1890 the Emperor of 
adjournment to Monday three weeks Germany invited the European Powers to 
would be a reasonable arrangement, join with him in considering and drawing 
especially as there are certain great popu- up such regulations restrictive of the use 
lar assemblages that would interfere with of child labour as in their joint opinion 
the transaction of business. after full consideration might be re 
quired by the dictates of humanity 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I quite and the natural laws of develop: 
agree with the noble Marquess. It has ment. Sir John Gorst and other repre- 
always been the privilege of this House sentatives of this country were allowed 
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861 Shops (Early 
by the noble Marquess to give their 


assent in the name of England to two | 


rlin Conference. 


ete Con which were adopted at the 
were, first, that it was desirable that chil- 


dren under twelve years of age should be | 
Standing Orders prevented the Bill being 


'extended in that way at the period at 


excluded from working in industrial 
establishments ; and, secondly, that the 
minimum age for children working in 
mines underground should be gradually 
and in accordance with experience raised 
to fourteen completed years. 
these promises were given in the name of 
this country in 1890, it was only last year, 
and then on the initiative of a private 
Member, Mr. Robson, that an Act of Par- 
liament was passed, which indirectly gave 
effect to the first of these promises. The 
second promise still remains unredeemed, 
and I venture to think it is hardly credit- 
able to this country that we should be so 
laggard in the fulfilment of obligations 
which we voluntarily incurred in the 
face of Europe, and which so far from 
being opposed are demanded by the in- 
dustry affected. I should have been 
glad if the Bill had been a Government 
measure, and the minimum age for em- 
ployment underground had _ been, in 
accordance with the resolution of the 
international conference at Berlin, esta- 
blished at fourteen. I am informed that 
the gentlemen representing the coal in- 
dustry, who were the godfathers of this 
Bill in the House of Commons, are in 
favour of the fourteen years limit, but 
that, it being represented to them that 
if they put that limit in the Bill the 
measure would be opposed, they wisely 
contented themselves with a figure which 
enabled them to pass their Bill through 
the House as an unopposed measure. I 
beg to move the Second Reading of the 


Bill. 


Moved “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Eurl Grey.) 


Lorp BELPER: On behalf of the 
Home Office, I have only to say that 
there is no objection to the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill. As the noble Lord 
stated, it has passed without opposition 
throngh the other House, and with the 
consent of the Government. There is 
only one point to which I need refer, and 
that is that the Bill as it is at present 
drawn refers only to coal mines. There 
are a certain number of children, though 
I believe a very small number, who are 


{22 May 1900} 


Those propositions | : 
' other House this Amendment would have 


Although | 


| early closing of shops.’ 
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| employed in metalliferous mines, and the 


Home Secretary thinks it would be well 
to extend the provisions of the Bill to 
those mines. [| understand that in the 


been moved if it had not been that the 


which the Amendment was suggested. 
When the Bill reaches Committee I will 
move clauses to give effect to this pro- 
posal, but in other respects there is no 
objection to the Bill. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Friday 
next. 


SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [#.t.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, it may 
probably be asserted with confidence that 
no class of our fellow-countrymen or 
countrywomen work for longer hours than 
shop assistants and small shopkeepers. 
During the last thirty years the subject 
has been frequently before the House of 
Commons, and in 1886 the Shop Hours 
Regulation Bill, which deals with young 
persons under eighteen, became law. 
That Bill was referred by the House of 
Commons to a Select Committee, which 
took a great deal of evidence ; and soim- 
pressed were they with the magnitude 
and gravity of the evil, that besides 
passing the Bill they presented to the 
House a special Report suggesting 
legislation on the lines of the present 
Early Closing Bill. The Report-—which 
I may say was adopted unanimously — 
called attention to the fact that — 

“The practice of keeping open shops until a 
late hour of the evening prevails extensively.” 

* That the hours of shop assistants range in 
many places as high as eighty-four per week ; 
that such hours must be generally injurious, 
and often ruinous, to health.” 

“That the great majority of witnesses ex- 
pressed their opinion that little could be 
expected from voluntary action in the poorer 
neighbourhoods. ’ 

And the Committee ended by express- 
ing their opinion that— 

“Nothing short of legislation would be effec- 
tive, and that your Committee believe that 
employers are not indisposed to such limita- 
tion, provided it takes the form of a general 


’ 
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We had it also in evidence that the in- 
spectors of factories were now almost, if 
not quite, unanimous in favour of some 
such measure. This Report was brought 
tothe attention of the presidents of the 
two great colleges—the College of Phy- 
sicians and the College of Surgeons—and 
they were so convinced of the gravity of 
the evil that, in conjunction with Sir 
James Paget, Sir W. Priestley, Sir 8. 
Wilks, Sir R. Quain, Sir A. Clark, and 
Dr. Playfair—representing, as I am sure 
everyone will admit, the very highest 
possible medical authority—,they issued a 
circular inviting the opinion of London 
medical men to the subject, and the 
result was a memorial—technically a 
petition—signed by over 300 of the 
London doctors, stating that 


‘‘ Having had our attention called to the 
very Jate hours to which shops are open, and 
being satisfied that such prolonged hours of 
labour are grievously injurious to health, 
especially in the case of women, we pray your 
honourable House to enact the Early Closing 
sill introduced by Sir J. Lubbock.” 


The late Archbishop of Canterbury and 
the then Bishop of London (now Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury) issued a similar 
circular from a moral and religious point 
of view, and a petition in support of the 
Bill was presented by a large majority of 
the clergy of London. No doubt the 
injury is greatest in the case of women, 
and a similar memorial was presented, 
signed by some 400 of the nurses in our 
great metropolitan hospitals. A great 
deal has been done of late to improve the 
moral and intellectual condition of our 
London people ; but what use are evening 
schools, or polytechnics, or public 
libraries to shop-keepers and assistants, 
who are at work till nine, ten, or eleven 
o'clock every night ? The House of Com- 
mons Committee reported that in many 
places the hours of labour in’ shops 
amount to eighty-four in the week, or 
about thirty hours a week more than 
artisans; and, having made a_ special 
study of the question, I confidently assert 
that matters are, on the whole, no better 
than they were then. Competition is, 
indeed, perhaps even keener, and the 
hours longer than ever. Eighty-four 
hours a week is fourteen hours a day. If 
we allow eight for sleep—little enough 
under such circumstances—there remain 
two hours out of the twenty-four for 
dressing and undressing, for going to and 
from the work, for breakfast and supper. 


Lord 4 1 vebury. 


(LORDS} 
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Not an hour, not a moment, is left for 
amusement, for fresh air, for self-improve- 
ment or family intercourse. No wonder 
their health breaks down ; no wonder our 
medical men made their solemn protest. 
On the 21st March, 1893, the House of 
| Commons unanimously resolved*— 
“That in the opinion of this House, the ex- 
cessive and unnecessarily long hours of labour 
in shops are injurious to the comfort, health, 
and well-being of all concerned ; and that it is 
desirable to give to local authorities sueh 
powers as may be necessary to enable them to 
carry out the general wishes of the shop. 
keeping community with reference to the hours 
| of closing.” 


In pursuance of this resolution the present 

3ill was introduced. We propose that 
two-thirds of the shopkeepers in any 
locality should be authorised to memo- 
rialise the local authority, and that the 
local authority should then be empowered, 
if they think fit, to close the shops (with 
one or two specific exceptions) at the hour 
named ; and that with some safeguards 
the local authority should be empowered 
to enact a half-holiday. The provisions 
| have been approved by two House of 
Commons Committees, and we_ have 
accepted all the Amendments suggested 
by the Home Office. The classes 
primarily affected by the Bill are the 
assistants, the customers, and the shop- 
keepers, and the Bill has the support of 
all three. I may just also observe in 
| passing that it is the measure which has 
the general sapport of early closing 
associations throughout the country. 
They have, of course, studied the question 
most carefully, and this Bill is the result. 
Nor is it, probably, necessary to convince 
anyone that the shop assistants are 
anxious for shorter hours. As regards 
customers, we rely, as we think we safely 
may, on the local authorities to safeguard 
the convenience of the public. Moreover, 
we rely also partly on public meetings. 
In almost every great city one or more 
public meetings, with the mayor in the 
chair—-Liverpool, Manchester, Birming- 
ham, Bristol, Edinburgh, Glasgow, and 
many more—have been held in support of 
the Bill, and I believe there has never 
been one against it. Again, petitions 
with thousands of signatures have been 
presented for the Bill, and scarcely any 
against it. The trades councils of 
London, Manchester, Liverpool, 3ristol, 
For Debate on this nesolucion, see Lhe 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series}, Vol. 
| x., page 731. 
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Hull, Edinburgh, Glasgow, Dublin, and 
other places may fairly be taken to repre- 
sent the views of working men, and they 
have passed unanimous resolutions in 
favour of the Bill. Moreover, the Bill 
can only come into action with the 
consent of the local authority, and we 
may trust them to protect the interests 
of the consumer. Lastly, I come to the 
shopkeepers themselves. Happily, this 
is no case of the masses against the 
classes, or of class against class. The shop- 
keepers are—I say it to their credit—warm 
supporters of the Bill. It is, in fact, the 
shopkeepers’ Bill. They only ask Parlia- 
ment to grant them the power and they 
will shorten the hours. The petitions in 
favour of the Bill were to a great extent 
signed by shopkeepers. As regards 
London, [ presented a petition in its 
favour signed by more than half the 
shopkeepers affected. 
heen considered clause by clause and line 
by line, and approved by two important 
congresses of shopkeepers, one held at 
Nottingham, and one at Glasgow. But 
the strongest evidence is the action of 
shopkeepers’ associations. We are sup- 
ported by about one hundred shopkeepers’ 
associations in all parts of the country. 
At the end of 1897 I introduced a depu- 
tation to Sir M. White Ridley, represent- 
ing the principal tradesmen’s associations, 
who came up to support the Bill, and he 
admitted that they represented the great 
shopkeeping interest of the country. 
On the other hand, so far as we know, 
there is practically no opposition. I claim, 
then, to have shown the overwhelming 
medical opinion as regards the necessity 
of some such measure in the interest of 


health ; the overwhelming clerical opinion | 


in the interests of morals and education ; 
that the working men support the 


measure from their generous sympathy | 
with the most overworked class of the | 


community ; that the Factory Inspectors 
support us; and last, not least, that we 
ire supported by an _ overwhelming 
majority of the shopkeepers themselves. 
I firmly believe that there is no measure 
which Parliament could enact which 
would do more to promote the well-being, 
the health and happiness of the people of 
our great cities than this Bill. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Lord Avebury.) 


{22 May 1900} 


The Bill has also | 
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' *Lorp LISTER: My Lords, I do not 


think it is necessary for me to add many 
words to what has been said by the noble 
Lord who has moved the Second Reading 
of the Bill. There can be doubt whatever 
of the greatness of the evil with which 
this Bill proposes to deal. That the 
extravagantly late hours which are often 
observed by shopkeepers produce a very 
injurious effect upon the health of the 
employees, and, more especially, of the 
women, is admitted by all medical 
authorities, and I need not add anything 
to the very weighty statement which my 
noble friend Lord Avebury has himself 
given, and which shows that the best 
medical opinion is unanimous on this 
point. The moral disadvantages caused 
by late hours are, of course, exceedingly 
great, the employees being debarred from 
any rational recreation, and prevented 
from engaging in any pursuit apart from 
the monotonous routine of their daily 
service. I can conceive no _ objec- 
‘tion to legislation of this kind except, 
possibly, thatit may seem to interfere 
with the liberty of the subject ; but 
here we have a case in which those con- 
cerned are enslaved by custom and 
desiring the aid of the law to free them. 
As to the general convenience of the 
public, I think there is sufficient guarantee 
that it will not be interfered with by this 
Bill. The shopkeepers themselves will 
| determine the hours of closing in any 
| particular district, and we may be sure 
they would not fix hours which would be 
so Inconvenient to their customers as to 
‘interfere with their business and their 
profits. As Lord Avebury has told us, 
the provisions of this Bill are of an 
exceedingly moderate character. Each 
district will judge for itself whether it 
will avail itself of the provisions of the 
law. More than two-thirds of the shop- 
keepers concerned in any district must 
not only have a desire for the appli- 


‘eation of the law to that is- 
‘trict, but must express it by peti- 
tion. No one law for the whole 


country is proposed. Each district is to 
arrange the hours most suitable to that 
| particular district, and if at any time 
| shopkeepers found that the law pressed 
| injuriously upon them, they would be at 


| liberty, if one third of their number 


| petitioned against it, to have the law 


| made no longer operative in that district, 


| The measure altogether seems to be con- 


ceived in the best interests of the public, 
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-THE Marquess or SALISBURY : 
It would be idle for me to deny that the 
late hours which prevail in a certain 
number of shops are a great evil, and 
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that it is very much to be desired that. 


they should cease. Nor do I for a 
moment dispute the weighty testimony 
of my noble friend behind me as to the 
medical evils which result from late 
hours, especially, as he said, in the case 
of women. I would remind your Lord- 
ships that this Bill is not confined to 
women, but extends to men as well. But 
the question is whether the remedy is one 
which your Lordships ought to apply. 
The subject is entirely new in this 
House. I do not believe it has ever been 
raised here before. I am told it has been 
raised several times in the House of 
Commons by the noble Lord (Lord Ave- 
bury) himself, whose philanthropic feel- 
ings have led him to attach himself to 
this question, but during the fifteen or 
twenty years it has been before the 
House of Commons it does not seem to 
have made any progress there. The 
points to which I think it desirable 


to draw your Lordships’ attention 
are that this is entirely a novel 
system of legislation, and that the 


principles which have been adopted are 
so different from any which have been 
hitherto adopted by the Legislature of this 
country that it behoves your Lordships to 
consider very carefully before you give 
legislative sanction to the Bill. In the 
first place, this will be, as far as I know, 
the first time, if this Bill passes, that 
Parliament has interfered with the right 
of each grown man to dispose of his labour 
as he likes. Here it is to be made penal 
for any shopkeeper to give employment 
to a man, however much he may desire it, 
if that employment lasts beyond seven 
o'clock in the evening. Then, again, if 
Parliament has interfered in the details 
of the life of the subjects of the Queen, it 
has laid down principles which after con- 
sideration it is prepared to sanction and 
to enforce. But it has left no doubt in 
the minds of the subjects of this country 
what those principles are and what the 
legislation has to sustain; but here you 
have a perefectly new idea—that there 
shall be no right or wrong in the matter, 
no system sanctioned by Parliament for 
any part of the country. What is pro- 


vided is that any tradesman who desires 
that hisown businessand the business of his 
rivals 


terminate at seven o'clock 


shall 





{LORDS} 
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may sketch out a district where he likes, 
take in whom he likes belonging to this 
| particular branch of commerce, and if he 
can obtain two-thirds of his neighbours to 
combine with him he may coerce by penal 
enactment the rest of the tradesmen not 
to conduct their business at this time, 
Such a measure has never certainly been 
on the Statute-book of England before, 
Hitherto grown-up men have been at 
liberty to dispose of their labour as they 
liked, and tradesmen have been allowed 
to conduct such business as they thought 
fit under such conditions as they pleased, 
But here they are not to be subject to 
any special disability; there is no 
specially wrong thing or unwise thing 
which Parliament is to warn them to 
abandon ; but if two to one of any dis. 
trict join together, on most fanciful 
grounds, in any system you please, if 
they can be got to say that they prefer 
the earlier hours, the minority will have 
to bow to their decision, and not conduct 
their business after the time that suits 
the majority. That is undoubtedly a 
very new principle to introduce in the 
legislation of this country. Besides that, 
it is not a matter to be decided by a 
majority, or decided by the number of 
people in a district who have particular 
views, but it is to be decided by an 
odd kind of plebiscite of those who 
pursue a particular branch of com- 
merce, and they are to determine 
how late in the day their neighbours may 
pursue their industry. If the thing 
stopped there, I should still say that it 
was avery novel interference with the 
liberty of men to dispose of their labour 
and to dispose of their capital as they 
please ; and it would behove Parliament 
to give a very great deal of thought 
indeed before it sanctioned a principle so 
entirely novel. But I was very much 
struck with a remark in the speech of the 
noble Lord behind me that he seemed to 
have answered all objections when he said 
that these things were to be conducted 
by the will of the shopkeepers themselves, 
and that if two-thirds were agreeable no 
further objection could be raised. In 
the first place, I think that the shop 
assistants are hardly sufficiently con 
sidered, but that is comparatively a very 
small matter. They are not the most 
important persons that are affected by 
the opening or shutting of shops; some 
consideration, a great deal of considers 
tion, is due to the consumer. The con- 
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sumer is the important person. 
shopkeeper or the shop assistant does not 
like his trade, he can leave it and go to 






another ; but if the consumer is not to | 


have that which he is in the habit of 
consuming, which is perhaps a necessary 
of life, he has no resource left whatever. 
What is the state of the case? If the 
Bill is efficient—if it is not efficient 
we need not trouble about it—a 
certain number of districts, 


{22 May 19v0} 
If the | 
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have not the time for making the requi- 
site provision for their necessities and 
their household goods until after six 
o'clock. A Bill of this kind closing all 


| the shops at seven o'clock would exclude 
| them from any purchases they desired to 


' make. 


pro- | 


bably the poorest, will be under a law 
' of the necessities of mankind are included 


that they may not keep their shops open 
or pursue their business after seven 
odock at night. In a recent discussion 
I ventured to observe on the unfortunate 
tendency in the legislation we adopted 
rather to regard that which from our 
point of view was convenient and agree- 


able than that which might be convenient | 
oragreeable to those for whom we are | 


legislating. No doubt for us—for the 
Members of the two Houses of Parlia- 
ment—the shutting up of shops at seven 
clock would hurt very few people. 
There is no shopping for them after that 
time, but there may be some matters for 


to enter a shop after seven o'clock. You 
might wish to go to a restaurant ; you 
might wish to buy a cigar—that is a very 
reasonable proposal. 


THE EArt oF KIMBERLEY: They 


are excepted, 


THE Margurss or SALISBURY: 
That is just the point I am going to raise. 
The restaurant, the cigar shop, the news- 
shop, are the places to which Members of 
this House and the other House of Par- 
liament might readily desire to go, but 
these shops are carefully excluded from 
the operation of the Bill. I do not say 
for a moment that my noble friend has 
had any desire to favour the class to 
which he belongs ; I think he is incapable 
of it; but it is unfortunate that in dealing 
with these matters you would remove the 
inconveniences which affect our own class 
and pay no regard to the inconveniences 
of the class not represented in 
numbers in either House of Parliament. 





What, then, is the state of the case ? 
There are few Members of this House 
who will want, except in those selected 
and excluded articles, to shop after seven 
clock; but there are hundreds of 
thousands of women in our large towns 
who spend their day in work and who 


which one of your Lordships would desire , 


I know in one case it is provided, 
by an odd sort of special provision, that 
nothing in the Bill is to interfere with the 
traftic either in hot meat or spirituous 
liquors. I should be sorry to suppose, 
or to go so far as to say, that the whole 


in the two things hot meat and spirituous 
liquors. I gather, however, that the pro- 
vision was inserted in order to silence an 
opponent, and that it is not a part of the 
| permanent policy of the Bill. But let us 
|consider what a woman coming home 
from her work has to do who has to 
provide for husband and children during 
the next day or week. She has to buy 
meet—not necessarily hot meat—-bread, 
fish, oil, coal, candles—I might go on and 
give an indefinite list ; but you shut her 
out from the whole of that commerce at 
the only time of the day when she has 
leisure to pursue it. Is that considerate 
treatment for the necessitous portion 
of the population? I can only 
understand the spirit in which this 
| Bill was framed by listening to the speech 
of my noble friend behind me. He had 
the idea before him—‘“ What will the 
shopkeepers think ; what will the shop 
‘assistants think?” I maintain that there 
is a far more important body, a far larger 
body, a body whose necessities are greater, 
a body whose claims in _ legislation 
of this kind should press more imperiously 
on your Lordships, and those are the 
consumers who frequent these shops. If 
‘you shut up these shops by legislative 
action you at all events enormously in- 
crease their difficulty in providing for the 
necessities of their daily life. It is true, 
as has been said, that the end will be that 
the shopkeepers will not like it, and they 
will try to go back to the old system. 
But is that » fair or healthy way of 
dealing with the primary necessities of 
the poor? You should leave their com- 
merce to be pursued by them according 
to their ancient practice, and not insist 
that they should wait until they have 
fought out with the shopkeeper and the 
shop assistant a question which Parlia- 
, ment has thrown down for both of them 
‘to settle. I pay full homage to the 
| philanthropic and excellent intentions by 
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which this Bill is moved. I will join in 
the desire by every legitimate means to 
lessen the evils at which it is directed, but 
I do earnestly implore your Lordships not 
to throw upon the most necessitous and 
the most numerous class of the com- 
munity, with whom you have no im- 
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mediate contact, burdens and difficulties | 
never | 
been thrown upon them in legislation 


and embarrassments which have 


adoped by Parliament before. 
THE EARL OF 


siderable extent in agreement on many 
points with the noble Marquess. Some 
of his arguments appear to be weighty 
and conclusive. To me it seems a per- 
fectly new and very objectionable system 
to allow two-thirds of any class in some 
small district of the country to put in 
force a law of this kind. If this law is a 
good one, if it is a necessary one, it ought 
to he passed by Parliament and made 
applicable to every portion of the country. 
To leave it to some small district to deter- 
mine the hour of closing is a novel and 
dangerous proposal. What would be the 


practical working of the Bill? The power | 


is to be lodged in two-thirds of the shop- 
keepers in any district. The district 
may be urban or rural. In a rural dis- 
trict you frequently have two or three 
small towns. 


keepers to close early; but is the 
whole of the district to be subordi- 
nated to their wishes? What would 


be suitable for the small town might not | 


Then | 


be suitable for the rural district. 


{LORDS} 


KIMBERLEY : I find | 


myself’on this occasion to a very con- | 


In those towns I can easily | 
conceive that it might suit the shop- | 
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(trary, the principal shopkeepers close 
' because they find that it does not injure 
‘their business to do so after a certain 
hour, and there is a half holiday also 
observed by a large number of them. But 
the very shops frequented by the poorest 
people—the small butchers’ and bakers’ 
shops—are not closed. In the very poor 
quarters, where people live in miserable 
tenements, there are no places where meat 
and milk can be kept sweet for any length 
of time. Such food must be obtained as 
it is wanted ; and it is not to be supposed 
that the very poor people have always, 
and at any moment, the money to buy 
their food. Many of them live from hand 
to mouth, picking up sixpences here and 
there; and if they are precluded from 
| spending their money after a certain hour, 
they may suffer a great hardship. In 
London there are streets where on certain 
nights you can see hundreds of the poorer 
classes making their small purchases ; and 
that is a class whom you are specially 
bound to consider. It is the poorest class 
of all. Noone in this House would be 
inconvenienced, and there are many _per- 
sons not as wealthy as most of your 
Lordships who would not be incon- 
venienced, but the mass of very poor 
people would find their difficulties much 
increased by restrictions of this kind; 
‘and I have come to the conclusion, 
after giving some thought to the 
question, that such restrictions are likely 
to do more harm than good. Though I 
fully appreciate the views of Lord Lister 
as to the harm that results from long 
hours, I cannot find myself in a position 
to support this Bill. 


this Bill loses sight of the very large. 


number of the very poor people. It 
seems to me that the hardship which 
might be inflicted on these people is much 
more important than the 
suffered by the shopkeepers now. I 
admit that in many cases it is desirable 


that the shop hours should be shortened. | 
But to a not inconsiderable extent shops | 


are now closed at an early hour where 


there is no incenvenience caused to the | 
If you walk down Bond | 


consumers. 
Street you will hardly find a single shop 
open after seven o'clock. In a small 


town in the country with which I am | 


acquainted the shopkeepers have agreed 
that there shall be an early closing of the 
shops, and it is not the case that because 


some insist on keeping open all the others | 


are prevented from closing. On the con- 
The Marquess of Salishury. 


hardship | 


*THe Lorp BisHop or _ WIN- 
CHESTER: My Lords, I venture to 
think that if the noble Lords who have 
opposed this Bill to-night had lived, as 
‘some of us have lived, in those parts 
‘of London which are inhabited by 
the classes whose customs. and supposed 
rights they have, as they believe, so 
forcibly contended for, they would have 
seen reason to take a different view of 
the matter. Noble Lords have spoken as 
| if this Bill had been suddenly devised by 
Lord Avebury and sprung upon us with- 
out proper notice and without the country 
having had an opportunity to consider it. 
Nothing could be further from the facts. 
If anyone will take the trouble to see 
what have been the expressions of opinion, 
by not only the tradesmen concerned, 
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but by their customers, they will find 
that whereas there have been in every 
part of England public meetings held at 
which resolutions favourable to the 
measure have been passed, there has not 
been a single public meeting held on the 
other side, and scarcely a single voice 


raised against the Bill on the part of the | 


class mentioned as likely to suffer. If 
your Lordships wish to see these sup- 
posed difficulties and dangers discussed 
hy a competent judge, I would 
refer you to a speech on this ques- 
tion delivered by one whose knowledge 
of the wants of the working classes is as 
great as that of any public man now to 
the front in England, and whose opinion 
is not likely, I think, to be quite set aside 
by the noble Marquess himself. I refer 
to a speech made a few years ago by 
the present Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in which, speaking as a 
Unionist, and a supporter of the 
present Government, he dealt seriatim 
with the objections which have been 
raised to the Bill in to-night’s debate, 
and he summed the matter up in words 
which I certainly should not myself have 
thought of using, but which, perhaps, I 
may quote to your Lordships. Mr. 
Chamberlain is speaking, of course, of 
the objections raised outside Parliament, | 
not of those raised within its walls, and 
this is how he characterises them— 

“The objection whichis made does not 
come from the working classes. It comes 
from those well-meaning pedants and theorists 
who have got themselves into such a terror of 
Government interference, such a suspicion of | 
all Government action, that they resist almost , 
without examination any proposal to develop | 
the authority of Government even though that 
extension be desired by the great majority of 
the people who are governed.” 


The right hon. Gentleman who used those 
words has heen, from boyhood upwards, 
as the noble Marquess will admit, in close 
touch with the class supposed to be 
adversely affected if this Bill becomes 
law. Moreover, the House of Commons 
has twice given a Second Reading to this | 
Bill. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY :, 
But never any more. 
*THe Lorp BisHop or WIN-) 


CHESTER : The noble Marquess knows | 
better than I do what are the circum. 
stances which frequently prevent measures , 
ftom getting beyond the Second Reading | 
stage in the House of Commons, and [ | 


{22 May 1900} 
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should have thought that it would not have 
been difficult to find a parallel case in 
connection with Bills which certainly 
cannot be supposed to be contrary to the 
general welfare of the people, but which 
have long waited after Second Reading in 
the House of Commons before becoming 
law. As to the objection that the 
districts in the Bill may be fantastically 
arranged, any amendments which are 
thought desirable can be moved in Com- 
mittee, and the noble Lord who moved 
the Second Reading has expressed his 
perfect readiness to consider such amend- 
ments favourably. Noble Lords have 
spoken as if the Bill said that seven 
o'clock should be the hour for closing ; 
all that the Bill says is that even if all 
the required sanction were obtained, no- 
body should be compelled to close at an 
earlier hour than seven, and everything 
tends to show that the appointed hour 
would be a later one. To say why in 
some of the Metropolitan districts it is 
the habit to shop at so late an hour when 
people with equal ease might shop earlier 
is undoubtedly somewhat difficult. I 
think I could show conclusively that 
whatever be the customary hour of 
closing, people will wait till that hour 
approaches in the hope of making slightly 
better bargains. But it would be out of 
place to discuss that now. In a schedule 
to the Bill certain shops are exempted 
from its provisions, and the noble 
Marquess referred to the exceptions as 
intended to safeguard such articles as 
might be wanted by Members of the 
legislature and by their friends. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 


| beg the noble Lord not to impute any 


such doctrines to me. I said it was a 


remarkable exception, which might give 


rise to misconstruction. 


*THE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER : 
It is evident that purchases of a 


perishable character are different from 


other purchases; but the real point is 


this: What is the opinion of the working 


classes themselves on the question ! 
I will give your Lordships one in- 
‘stance. In one of the large towns 


in my diocese there is a weekly gather- 
ing of working men of the artisan class 
to discuss social questions. It is attended 
by large numbers ; sometimes as many as 
300 men are present. The discussions are 
not necessarily of a religious character, 
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hut are conducted under the chairman- 
ship and guidance of certain of the clergy 
interested in social matters. This par- 
ticular question of compulsory closing of 
shops at a certain hour has within the 
past few weeks been specially brought 
before and considered by that body, and 
the chairman writes to me stating that 
there was practical unanimity on the part 
of the meeting in expressing an opinion 
that there was no real necessity in 
the home life of the working classes, even 
on pay-nights, for such late shopping ; 
that it would be just as easy to finish 
shopping at nine o'clock as at eleven or 


{LORDS} 


twelve ; that the reason why late shopping | 


was indulged in was not any necessity or 
great degree of convenience, but simply 
inconsiderateness ; that so long as there 
‘was a section of the shopkeepers whowould 
not fall into line for earlier closing there 
would always be a section of the less 
methodical amongst the working classes 
who would give them custom, and that 
the opening by the few of such late shops 
would prevent shopkeepers generally 
throughout a district from adopting 
earlier hours. My Lords, as one who has 
lived in South London, in the midst of the 
very class most affected, and who has again 
and again had opportunities of hearing 
.at first hand the opinions of people con- 
cerned, not the opinions of the tradesmen 
only, but also of the customers, I earnestly 
urge your Lordships to give this Bill a 
Second Reading. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 


(The Earl of Mortey): Ido not wish in 
any way to add to the arguments that 
have been used this evening, but I wish 
to call special attention to Clause 1 and 
the mode in which it is to be put into 
operation. 
‘stand it, is to be this. An application is 
to be made in writing to the local 
authority, and the local authority has to 
make an order on being satisfied that the 
occupiers of not less than two-thirds in 
number of the shops within such district 
have signed the application. What is a 
district? The county of London is a 
district. How on earth is the London 
County Council to ascertain whether two- 
thirds of the shopkeepers in their district 
have signed an application? Take evena 
rural district, who is to ascertain how 
many shops there are in the district ? 
‘There is no register. 
a register, how could you ascertain for 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


! 


The procedure, as I under- 


Even if there were | 
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certain that two-thirds of the shopkeepers 
on the register had signed the application? 
The machinery by which it is proposed 
to bring the Bill into effect is absolutely 
uuworkable. 





Lorp NORTON : There are two ideas 
entirely confused in the minds of those 
who are proposing and opposing this Bill. 
It may be true that the closing of shops 
at an inconvenient hour to the working 
classes is an intolerable proposition, but is 
that the only way to prevent persons 
being employed eighty-four hours a week 
in shops? The whole object of this Bill is 
to prevent excessive hours of employment 
in shops. Why does not the noble Lord 
bring in a Bill to say employees shall not 
be compelled to work eighty-four hours a 
week ? That would meet his object, with- 
out this intolerable order that all shops 
should be shut up at a certain hour. I 
know there is a feeling that men should 
be allowed to work as long as they like. 
Supposing that is the case, let the noble 
Lord bring ina Bil] declaring that women 
and children should not be employed 
more than a certain number of hours ina 
day. That would secure his object and 
would be much more convenient than 
closing shops at seven o'clock. 


*THE Eart oF NORTHBROOK: In 
listening to the debate I cannet help 
thinking that my noble friend who has 
introduced this Bill has not been fairly 
dealt with, especially by my noble friend 
behind me (the Earl of Kimberley). 
There may be much to be said on both 
sides, but the noble Earl behind me took 
the greatest exceptiqn to the Bill because, 
as he said, a district was defined in the 
Bill to be an urban or rural district, and 
he argued that in his own neighbourhood, 
a district of that class—I presume a rural 
district — including two small towns, 
would, under this Bill, be affected in a 
lump, and that it would be very hard 
indeed upon the tradesmen of the villages 
to be dealt with by the same order. My 
noble friend could hardly have read the 
Bill. In the first clause there isa distinct 
provision that an order can be made for 
a district or any part thereof. With 
regard to the general question, I shall 
vote for the Second Reading of the Bill, 
and I attach great weight to the opinion 
of my right rev. friend the Bishop of Win- 
chester, who, I believe, knows much more 
of the feelings and opinions of the work- 
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ing classes upon this measure than either | 
the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government or the noble Earl the Leader | 
of the Opposition. 


*Lorp AVEBURY : I hope the House 
will allow me to say a few words in reply 
to the criticisms which have been made, 
because, as my noble friend who has just 
sat down pointed out, several of the ob- 
jections most strongly urged have been | 
founded on misapprehension. I think 
anyone who had listened to this dis- 
cussion, and who had not read the Bill 
would have imagined that we proposed 
that shops should be closed at seven 
o'clock ; but that is not so. Seven o'clock 
is only a limit earlier than which it is 
impossible to close shops under the Bill. 
It has been suggested that there should 
be one fixed hour for the whole country, 
but the House of Commons Committee 
wisely considered that the conditions of 
different districts being so different, it 
was better to let each decide for itself. It 
would be impossible to treat London as a 
whole. It is quite true that in Bond 
Street the shops are shut at seven o’clock, 
but in many parts of London they are 
open till ten, eleven, fand even twelve 
oclock. What those who support 
this Bill believe they would secure 
is that shopkeepers in the poorer 
districts, instead of keeping open till 
eleven o'clock, should have an oppor- 
tunity of closing at ten, and 
degrees at nine or eight o'clock. The 
noble Lord said it ought to be a Bill 
applying to the whole country. That 
would be in opposition to the whole of 
the suggestions made by the House of 
Commons. 


the Bill, and all the suggestions made 
CONT 


| Peel, V. 
| London, L. Bp. 
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Northbrook, E. 
Stamford, E. 


Falkland, V. 


| Winchester, L. 
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by the Home Office have been incorpor- 
ated. The noble Marquess at the head 
of the Government, and the noble Earl 
the Leader of the Opposition, laid great 
stress on the interests of the consumers. 
They spoke all the way through as if 
the shopkeepers could settle the hours 
for closing. Even if it were so they 
are not likely to agree on an_ hour 
which would lose them business, but 
I would point out that shopkeepers 
have to memorialise the local autho- 


‘rity, and that it is the local authority 


who will carry the Bill into effect. Is it 
likely that shopkeepers would wish to 
close at an hour at which they could do 
business, or that if they wished to close 
at an inconvenient hour the local authority 
would allow them todoso? Surely we 
may trust the local authorities to protect 
the interests of consumers. Something 
has also been said about the half holiday. 
One o'clock is not the hour that is fixed ; 
it is the earliest possible hour. We at 
first suggested two o'clock, but there was 
so strong a feeling in the different parts 
of the country that two o’clock was late 
that the House of Commons Committee 
altered the time to one o'clock. The 
gravity of the evil has, I think, been 
admitted. Why, then, not allow the Bill 
to go to a Select Committee, where these 
questions can be threshed out? If you 
throw the Bill out now nothing can be 
done. I trust your Lordships will pass 
the Second Reading, and allow it to go to 
a Select Committee, where any faults in 
the drafting van be put right. I do not 
hesitate to say that this Bill is anxiously 
| desired by, and would confer a great boon 
on, the people of our great cities. 


The Select Committee of that | 
House took a great deal of evidence upon | 


On Question, their Lordships divided :— 
| Contents, 16 ; Not Contents, 77. 
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| James, L. 
ANCIENT 


MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
B 


(Committee. ) 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Clause 1 :— 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): I do not think I 
need trouble your Lordships by reading 
the new clause which I move to insert in 
place of Clause 1. The words are taken 
verbatim et literatim from the statute to 
which the first clause refers, but in my 
Amendment, Section 1 of the Ancient 
Monuments Protection (Ireland) Act, 
1892, is set out instead of referred to. 


Amendment moved. 


Lorp AVEBURY : I think the Amend- 
ment is a very great improvement, and I 
thank the noble Lord for having sug- 
gested it. 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2 amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Tue Eart or ARRAN: Before my noble 
friend moves the new clause standing in 
his name after Clause 3, I should like to 
ask whether he would have any objection 
to inserting in his new clause after 
“‘monument ” the words “of which they 
are the owners or guardians, and, if they 
are only guardians, with the consent of 
the owners of the monument.” It has 


{LORDS} 


| Clanwilliam, L. 


Colville of Culross, L. 
| Connemara, L. 


Hare, L. (2. Listowel.) 


| Hawkesbury, L. 
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Kelvin, L. 


Vaux, L. | Lawrence, L. 
| Muneaster, L. 

(E. Carysfort.) | Napier, L. 

(Teller. | Newlands, L. 


Newton, L. 
Norton, L. 
Rathmore, L. 
Robertson, L. 
St. Levan, L. 
Shand, L. 
Sherborne, L. 


(E. Clan- 


Sudley, L. (2. Arran.) 
| Templemore, L. 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Ventry, L. 

Wenlock, L. 
Wimborne, L. 


Glasgow.) 


struck me that while the owner of an 

ancient monument may be quite ready to 

| put that monument under the care of the 

| Commissioners of Works he might have a 

| very great objection, and very likely a 

| well-founded objection, to putting it 
under the care of the county council, and 
it is to safeguard the rights of owners 
under these circumstances tat I venture 
to ask my noble friend to include these 
words. 


would the noble Lord deal with a case 
where the owner is a boy of six ! 


THE Eart or ARRAN : I suppose his 
guardians would act for him. 
THE Marquess or SALISBURY : You 
would have to insert some provision of 
| that kind. 
| Lorp AVEBURY: I do not think that 
| in England there will be any objection to 
the local authority becoming the 
guardians of such monuments, but I 
| will think the matter over between now 
| and the Report stage. 


| Amendment moved— 


‘“* After Clause 3, to insert the following new 
clause :—‘4. The Commissioners of Works 
and the council of any administrative county 
may in respect of any monument in the county 
or in any adjacent county, enter into and 
carry into effect any agreements for the 


the council, or from the council to the Com- 
missioners of Works, of such monument or of 
any estate or 
guardianship thereof.’”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Amendment agreed to. 








380) 





Strathcona and MountRoyal,L. 


THE MARQUEsS OF SALISBURY: How 


transfer from the Commissioners of Works to- 


interest therein or of the: 
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Clause 4 amended and agreed to. 
Clause 5:— 


Lorp AVEBURY: I have received a 
communication from Her Majesty’s 
Government, stating that they wish to 
consider the wording of the Amendment 
I have suggested to Clause 5. Under 
those circumstances I will, with the 
eonseut of your Lordships, postpone it 
till the next stage of the Bill. 
leave of the House, 


Amendment, by 


postponed. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 5, page 2, line 5, at end of clause, to 
insert a new sub-section : (3) ‘In the applica- 
tion of this Act te Scotland a reference to the 
council of any county shall be construed as a 
reference to any county council within the 
meaning of the Local Government (Scotland) 
Act, 1899.’ —( Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 


sill re-committed to the Standing 
Committee, and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 96.) 


P'sBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 


Reading read. 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords. 
this is a very short Bill, which has gone 
through the other House of Parliament 
without any opposition. It is introduced 
by the Irish Government for the purpose 
of removing certain doubts which have 
been found to exist as to the powers of 
the Local Government Board for deter- 
mining the area on which certain special 
expenses for water supply, drainage 
works, and such like are chargeable, and 
for the purpose of making it clear that 
the Local Government Board has power 
to change the area over which these 
expenses are chargeable with the consent 
of the council of the district. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(The Earl of Denbigh.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and “committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Friday 
next. 


May 1900} 


.Mmerely temporary. 
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DIOCESAN RECORDS BiLL [H.1.]. 


Xead 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


WAR — COUNTY 
AT THE FRONT. 

THE Duke oF NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: My Lords, I beg to ask Her 
Majesty’s Government whether a county 
councillor who is absent for a period of 
twelve months from the United Kingdom 
is liable to a fine and to the loss of his 
seat; and whether they will take into 
consideration the hardship likely to be 
thereby inflicted on councillors serving in 
the Auxili ary forces abroad should their 
corps be kept under arms for so long a 
time. I am afraid that the point of the 
question has somewhat diminished in force 
by the events which have lately happened 
in South Africa, because we all trust that 
the troops now stationed abroad will re- 
turn to this country before the conclusion 
of the period of twelve months. But the 
question is important as a matter of prin- 
ciple. The law is that a county councillor 
loses his seat and is subject to a fine if he 
is absent from the council for more than 
twelve months. The loss of seat is not 
In many cases the 
councillor would be deprived altogether 
of the opportunity of taking his proper 
share in the business of the county in 
which he resides, and in which he pro- 
bably has a very large stake, because 
when a county councillor vacates his seat 
his place is filled by some other resident 
in the county, and it is extremely difficult 
for him to regain it or to find another. 
There are social and other reasons which 
make a man very reluctant to attack a 
sitting member, and a sitting mem- 
her cannot be expected in every case 
to give way to the old member who 
by his absence has forfeited his seat 
on the council. The case of district 
councillors and members of boards of 
guardians has been pressed upon me by 
the Association of Poor Law Unions, who 
say that there is a hardship in that case. 
The cases, however, are not parallel, and 
therefore I have not included them in 
the question. District councils have 
power to remit the penalty which a 
district councillor incurs in case of 
absence, though even in that case 
Members who have a strong feeling 
against the war might oppose the remis. 
sion of the penalty. That is not a pro- 
bable case, but I have brought it to the 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
COUNCILLORS 
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notice of Her Majesty’s Government | 
because I think it would be well if) 
district councils were included in any | 
change of the law. I do not quite see) 
why a county councillor should stand in 
one position and a district councillor in | 
another. If it is said that the position of | 
a county councillor is so important that | 
he ought to undergo more penalties if he | 
neglects his duties, I would venture to 
point out that the duties of a Member of | 
the House of Commons are still more | 
grave, and yet there is no penalty im- 
posed on a Member of Parliament who is 
absent from this country for more than a 
whole year. The law as it at present 
stands presses very hard on the officers of 
the auxiliary forces. They engaged in 
their service on the understanding that 
they were to defend this country in case | 
of invasion. We have practically forced 
them to go abroad, because no man of 
ordinary courage and ordinary patriotism 
would refuse to volunteer when his 
country asked him, and I think the least 
we can do is to release him froma penalty 
of this kind. 


THE Marevuess or SALISBURY: 
My noble friend Lord Harris is engaged 
on military service, and I am_ therefore 
compelled to undertake the answering of 
this question, which I am perhaps not 
very competent to do. I understand that 
any question of a fine is not, as relating 
to a county councillor, a matter of serious 
difficulty, because the county council is 
at liberty to reduce the fine to a nominal 
sum, and therefore any serious inconveni- 
ence will be prevented. The picture 
which my noble friend has conjured up 
of a Quaker district councillor is not, I 
think, sufficiently important in regard to 
the number of cases likely to arise to call 
for action, and if there were any attempt 
to plunder an unfortunate member who 
went to the wars, I think there would be 
patriotism enough to indemnify him for 
the suffering he might have endured. The 
question of vacation of seats is another ' 
matter I should rather counsel my 
noble friend to put this by and 
bring it forward later in the session, | 
when we shall know somewhat more 
certainly than we do now what the 
length of their absence is likely to be. If 
the absence is serious, undoubtedly a case 
for legislation has been made out. No | 
doubt when these provisions were made 
nobody dreamt of a state of things arising | 


The Duke of Northumberland. 


{LORDS} 


under which members of county councils 
and district councils would go to the 
other end of the globe to fight. It can 
hardly be said, therefore, that they ought 


|to have foreseen the difficulty in which 


they stand. My noble friend is aware 
that there is still before the House of 
Commons a Bill dealing, I think, with 
the case of Members of Parliament, and 
preventing the vacation of their seats by 
their absence in South Africa. I cannot 
pledge myself in the matter, because I 


| have not considered it sufficiently, but | 


think we might make that Bill applicable 


| to the cases which my noble friend has 
| brought forward, and relieve any serious 


injury if it turns out to be serious. | 


| think, at all events, there is ground for 


indulging in the hope that they will be 
back in this country before the period 
of their service elapses. 


VOLUNTEER PAY AND ATTENDANCE 
IN CAMP. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I rise to 
call attention to Army Order 91 of 1900, 
and to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, as an incentive to officers 
and men to remain as long as_ possible in 
brigade camps, he would consent to 
modify Clauses 5 and 11, and not require 


that the pay specified in Clause 5 should 
depend on at least 50 per cent. of the 
members of the corps complying with the 


conditions laid down in the Order. I 
think everyone who has been in touch 
with the Volunteers of late years will 
admit tne effect which training in camp 
has upon their efficiency. I know from 
my own experience that a week in camp 
does more good than all the rest of the 
drills which the Volunteer may put in 


| during the year. I therefore most readily 


approve of the action of the noble Mar- 
quess in trying at the present moment, 
in a year which he called a year 
of emergency, to encourage Volunteers 
to remain longer in camp than formerly. 
The noble Marquess has issued an Army 
Order on this subject. Toa great extent 
that order is a liberal one, and gives con- 
siderable advantages which Volunteers 
did not possess before. At the same 
time, I think some of the conditions im- 
posed by this order are hard on Volunteers, 
particularly on those who go into camp 
with great difficulty. It is a matter not 
only of pay to them, but of convemience 
to their masters, and though many 
employers of labour are very anxious 
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indeed to help those men under them who 
belong to the Volunteer force, they are 
sometimes, by the very arrangement of their 
business, unable to do so. For instance, 
in my own county the men in the 
large factories work in companies, or 
gangs, and if two or three men are with- 
drawn, the whole of the gang is upset and 
very great difficulty arises ; and the longer 
these men remain out of the factory the 
greater is the difficulty. The Army 
Order proposes that a special grant of £2 
2s. should be allowed to the corps for each 
man who remains in camp for at least 
fourteen days, twelve of which must be 
week days. Article 5 gives pay at Army 
rates to all ranks on the actual days they 


are in camp ; but this pay is to be on the | 


same condition as the premium or grant 
of £2 2s, a day. I think the noble 
Marquess might have given his grant ina 
somewhat different way. He might have 
according to the  pro- 
men going into camp. 
But he has taken quite a different 
course, and has made both the 
premium of two guineas and the pay 
entirely conditional on 50 per cent. of the 
corps being present in camp for a certain 
time. No doubt the noble Marquess has 
good reasons for putting it in this way, 
but | would urge that he should not make 
the condition of 50 per cent. being in 
camp necessary for the pay as well as for 
the grant. Those who enter camp are no 
doubt the most deserving men, who ought 
to he supported and encouraged, but they 
cannot always persuade their companions 
to join them in sufficient numbers to make 
up the 50 per cent.; and I think it ex- 
tremely hard that the very men who are 
doing their duty loyally by staying in 
camp as long as possible should be 
entirely at the mercy of other men who 


may not be-so zealous in the service. 


increased — it 
portion of 


*Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, I am as anxious as the noble 
Lord to deal considerately with the 
Volunteers in regard to the conditions we 
have attached to their attendance at these 
brigade camps, but I should be very re- 
luctant indeed, and I am not prepared, to 
relax the special conditions to which the 
noble Earl has called attention. In order 
to induce Volunteers to undergo this 


training we have allotted them terms | 


which are admittedly not illiberal. We 
give them a special capitation grant of two 


{22 May 1900} 


' guineas for each man; we give them the 
pay and the allowance of a soldier, and 


' these 
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separation allowance for wife and family. 
We provide the necessary camps. These: 
are all very considerable concessions, and 
the burden on the taxpayers will not be 
inconsiderable. I think, on the other 
hand, we have a right to _ insist 
that the special course of training 
undergone by Volunteers attending 
camps shall be thorough and 
substantial, and if that be the 
case it seems to me to be most important 
that a substantial portion of the strength 
of each corps should be present in camp. 
We have fixed that proportion at 50 per 
cent., and although I do not want to go 
into minor details, I may tell the noble 
Earl that we are prepared to calculate 
that 50 per cent. under very liberal con- 
ditions. ‘The other requirement is that that 
50 per cent. shall spend at least fourteen 
days in camp out of the full period of 
twenty-eight days for which the camp is 
to last. Two of the fourteen days being 
Sundays, it is only twelve working days 
altogether. I am encouraged to believe 
that these conditions are not regarded at 
any rate as prohibitive by the Volunteers 
themselves, because I am glad to be able 
to state to your Lordships that out of a 
total of 216 Volunteer corps no less than 
179 are going into camp under the con- 
ditions I have described. In the 12th 
clause of the Army Order a special 
arrangement has been made to meet the 
case of corps who are unable to be present 
in camp for the whole fourteen days and 
also to meet the case of men belonging 
to corps who can attend for fourteen 
days but are not themselves able to 
attend fourteen days. In such case 
the men will be entitled to the usual 
camp allowance up to thirteen days. It 
may be interesting that I should state 
how the Government propose to deal 
with Volunteers serving in Government 
departments who may desire to be 
present in camp. The matter is of some 
little importance, because we are not 
without hope that the manner in which 
we are prepared to deal with our em- 
ployees may afford an example to other 
employers of labour. What we propose 


is that Volunteers who apply for special 


leave in addition to ordinary leave shall 


‘receive it up to a maximum of a month, 


provided that their whole attendance in 
camp is not less than fourteen days or 
more than a month. During such special 
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military pay 


military pay for the remainder of the | 


time. Volunteers who spend the whole 
or part of their ordinary leave in camp 
will receive during that leave their full 
civil and military pay. 


House adjourned at 
minutes past Six of the clock, 
to Friday next, Three of the 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 22nd May, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL 
(BY ORDER.) 

Order for Consideration, as amended, 


read, 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to move the motion which stands on the 
Paper in my name. If hon. Members 
will examine it they will see that the new 
clause deals with this question in a much 
better manner in many respects than the 
old clause. It has been carefully con- 
sidered by the Board of Trade, and agreed 
to also by the promoters. 


Motion made} and Question proposed, 
Pages 30 and 31, to leave out Clause 26, 


and insert the following clause :—(1) 
The Company, at all times after the 
opening of the tramways for public 
traffic, shall, and they are hereby re- 
quired to run a proper and sufficient ser- 
vice of carriages for artisans, mechanics, 
and daily labourers each way every 
morning and every evening (Sundays, 
Christmas Day, and Good Friday always 
excepted), at such hours, not being later 
than eight o'clock in the morning or 
earlier than five o'clock in the evening 
respectively, as may be most convenient 


{COMMONS} 


leave they will receive full civil and | purposes ; 
for fourteen days and | the Board of Trade that such proper and 


Ndward VI.) Schools Bill, 888 
(2) If complaint is made to 


sufficient service is not provided, the 


| Board, after considering the circumstances 


of the locality, may by order direct the 


‘company to provide such service as may 
| appear to the Board to he reasonable ; (3) 


| The company shall be liable to a 
twenty-five | 
| during which they fail t 
‘any order under 


for such workmen going to and retur ning | 


from their work, at fares not exceeding 


one halfpenny for every mile or fraction | 


of that distance. On Saturdays the 
Company, in lieu of running such car- 
riages after five o'clock in the evening, 
shall run the same at such hours between 
noon and two o’clock in the afternoon as 
may be most convenient for the said 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


penalty 
not exceeding five pounds for every day 
to comply with 
section.” — (Mr. 


this 
Lough.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
added,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


EDWARD 
BILL 


THE 
{Lords} (BY 


BIRMINGHAM (KING 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS 
ORDER). 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire): I think the House may 
congratulate itself on the tact that a con- 
siderable change has taken place with 
regard to this Bill since the motion which 
stands in my name was put on the Paper. 
We have now got rid of -ihe somewhat 
irrelevant questions which related to the 
Charity Commissioners, for the House has 
decided that the wish of the promoters to 
be released from the contro] of the Charity 
Commissioners shall be complied with. But 
I should like to take this opportunity of 
saying that I greatly regret that there 
should be in any part ot the House a 
feeling that the Charity Commissioners 
have not conducted their educational 
work with the greatest liberality and with 
the strongest wish to further educational 
aims which the statute under which they 
act allows them to display. We are now 
free to discuss the more general question 
raised by this Bill. That question is 
whether there shall be any, and, if any, 
what control over the administration of 
subordinate endowments. | think we 
may take it for granted that the principle 
of State control over al] subordinate 
bodies is accepted throughout the w “— 
hierarchy of the Local Government ; 
is, in fact, accepted by the Treasury it 
self. The position of the Auditor-Ge neral, 
his independence of the bodies whose 
accounts he audits, the position of 
the Auditor of the Local Government 


| Board—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member appears to be about to 
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enter again on a Second Reading debate. | most vital importance that such Bills 
He must confine himself to the question should be framed in accordance with 
of the propriety of referring this Bill to | general principles, and should not be 
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a Select Committee. He cannot again 


discuss generally the propriety of the) 


matter being dealt with by the Charity 
Commissioners. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Perhaps 
[have been too prolix in laying the founda- 
tion of the case I wish to make out in 
favour of sending this Bill before a Select 
Committee. 
that the protection of the State is cast 
round all subordinate public bodies. 


What I wish to show is/| 


dealt with haphazard. I beg to move, 
| “That the Order for Committee be dis- 
| charged, and that the Bill be committed 
toa Select Committee of not less than 
| fifteen members to be appointed by the 
| Committee of Selection ; that nine be the 
| quorum ; that the Committee have power 
| to send for persons, papers, and records.” 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS _ (Flint 
_ Boroughs): I beg to second. The House is 
“now committing itself to a precedent of 


Now it being granted, as I[ think it is, | thegreatest possiblegravity. Theissues are 
that this great corporation is not to be not limited by any means by the munici- 
released altogether from control in re-| pal boundaries of Birmingham, and if 
gard to the management of its property, | there ever was a question that ought 
and the selling, leasing, or mortgaging of | to be considered carefully in all its 
the corporations, the question arises, in | bearings, it is the one which this Bill 
whom is the protection to be vested ? The | raises. The House has absolutely nothing 
Chairman of Ways and Means threw out | whatever to lose, while it has everything 
a suggestion—— /to gain, by sending this Bill to a Select 

|Committee upstairs. Nobody would 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise | suggest for a single moment, except, per- 
on this motion. The sole question is, haps, by way of a joke, that this Bill was 
whether the Bill should go in the ordinary being pressed through the House prac- 
way before the Unopposed Bills Com- | tically by the authority of the right hon. 
mittee, or whether it shall be sent to a| Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 


|mingham simply because Birmingham is 
| chietly interested in it. This is intended 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : And in| to be a precedent—a precedent cf the 
order that that matter may be discussed | greatest magnitude, and it will be so 
fully, | wish to point out the difficulties | regarded I am sure in all quarters of the 
which the course suggested would entail. | House. That is the reason we think it 
{ think we are bound to have the matter | should be sent before a Select Committee. 
thoroughly threshed out before the Select A suggestion was made when this Bill 
Committee. The questions of how far | was last under discussion that the Court 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery | of Chancery should be given certain 
is ousted by this Biil, how far that is | functions in connection with the control 
likely to be modified by any amendment | of education in Birmingham under this 
to the Bill, and what are likely to be the | Bill. It seems to me that that is a ques- 
results of any such modifications, could not | tion which ought to be very carefully 
possibly, I venture to think, be discussed | examined. The history of the Court of 
with any advantage in the House. What | Chancery with regard to educational 
we want to do is to bring home to the pro- | schemes in the past has certainly not been 
moters of the Bill the full responsibility | such as to inspire confidence. There is 
for the interference which they propose | another matter which deserves considera- 
with the ordinary law of the land. That | tion at the hands of the Select Committee. 
can only be brought out by full and free | It is right that individuals should have 


Select Committee. 


] ‘iscussion before a Select Committee | power of appeal for redress in matters of 
} thoroughly representative of the parties | this kind. 
7 «nd of all the interests in the House, | appeal may be made by three governors ; 
| Whose decision would be a precedent for | but if an individual wishes to obtain 


This Bill provides that an 


any future legislation of a similar kind. | redress he will have to proceed at his own 
There can be no doubt that if this Bill | expense to move the Court of Chancery, 
goes through successfully the House will | which is a costly process. Where, then, 
have a series of Bills of the same kind | does the redress of the individual come in 
submitted to it, and it is therefore of the |in such cases? What protection is the 
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House now going to give to the indivi- 
dual? Does not the Leader of the House 
think that this is a question which in the 
public interest should be carefully con- 
sidered by a Committee upstairs? You 
are taking away the control of the Charity 
Commissioners, with its accumulated store 
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Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Yes, Sir: and 


we recommend this motion to the House, 


| first, because it is in no way hostile to 


of experience, and transferring it to a) 


Department whch, so far as I know, 
has not had the slightest experience 
in matters of this kind. 
question also should be inquired into by 


Surely that | 


a Select Committee. The House, without | 
having ail the facts before it, is rashly | 
setting its seal to a precedent of enormous | 


magnitude, and I venture to submit that 
under the circumstances 


any change | 


should be preceded by a full and careful | 
inquiry into the case and all its bearings, | 


for we know the precedent will hereafter 


be used in every direction, and that it | 
cannot possibly be held to apply to the | 


city of Birmingham alone. 


mittal be discharged. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


the Bill, and secondly, because whether 
the Bill is intended to be a precedent or 
not, it will in fact constitute one. | 
heard one of my friends near me say just 
now, “ Bradford is as good as Birming- 
ham. Why should not the Bradford 
Grammar School be under the control of 
the Board of Education as well as Bir- 
mingham?” There is one other point I 
should like to make. On Friday last 
there was laid on the Table of the House 
an Order in Council transferring from the 
Charity Commissioners to the Board of 
Education a number of the powers of the 
former body, and I submit that before a 
Committee passes this Bill it should have 
that document before it. This Bill is 
doing something which I hope may be 
repeated, but I would rather it was not 
repeated piecemeal. I would rather have 


— . ._, all the powers of the Charity Commis- 
Mr. SPEAKER : I propose to put first | sioners relating to education transferred 
the question that the Order for Com- | 


en bloc to the Board of Education. | 


| think that would be very much to the 


| advantage of the country. 


“That the Order for the Committal of the | 


Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) 
Schools Bill [Lords] be discharged, 
and that the Bill be committed to a 
Select 
Owen.) 


Sir JOHN 


Committee.” — (Mr. Humphreys- | 


It is to be 
hoped that many of the doles now dis- 
tributed throughout the csuntry, which 


| are intended—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


'hon. Member is again attempting to dis- 


Northwich): My hon. friend who moved | 
this motion has asked me to say that | 


he wishes it not to be regarded as hostile 
to the Bill. 


‘I must 
He wishes the Members for | 


the City of Birmingham to fully under- | 


stand that. [Cries of “Oh!”} There is 
some little incredulity as to that, but I 
think I shall be able to convince every- 


body that in this matter we are abso- | 


lutely sincere. 


We have all heard with | 


the very greatest interest of the constitu- | 
tion of the Board of Education, and those | 
of us who are interested in education are 

desirous that every educational institu- | 


tion, whether it be managed by governors 
of a charity or not, should be under the 
control of some great central Imperial 
authority. It is bad that education 
should be coupled with a system of doles 
which—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: 
question. ' 
sent to a Select Committee. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


i 
| 
} 


cuss the question which was discussed on 


BRUNNER (Cheshire, | 


Friday. 


*Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 
say that I am _ somewhat 
surprised that the hon. Member for 
Montgomeryshire should have brought 


| forward this motion, seeing that it relates 


practically to the same question as that 
which has been discussed most fully on 
the two previous occasions, when this Bill 
was before the House. And on the last 
occasion the adjournment of the debate 
was moved on the express ground that it 
would give time to consider whether it 
was desirable that this Bill should be 
referred to a Select Committee. That 
motion, as the House will remember, was 
defeated by a substantial majority after 


‘the question had been discussed from all 


| possible points of view. 


I should have 


thought that those hon. Members, who on 


| that occasion 
That is hardly the | 
The point is, shall this Bill be | 


were in favour of the 
adjournment, would have gracefully 
accepted their defeat, and that they 


would not have taken up the time of the 
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House by re-opening the whole question 
today. I know they have a perfect 
right to do this if they please, and it 
js quite within their power to compel us 
to go all through this wearisome process 
again; but it, none the less, appears to 
me to be wholly unnecessary for them to 
do so, for the question involved is un- 
doubtedly a very small and a very simple 
one, and it has already been discussed 
almost ad nauseam. It is, shortly, this, 
whether a representative board of local 
governors, such as these schools will 
possess under their new constitution, are 
to be left free to conduct their ordinary 
routine business. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must tell the hon. Member what I have 
said to other speakers. That is not the 
question. The question is, shall this Bill 
be referred to a Select Committee. 


*Mr. LOWE: I will not, of course, 
pursue that question. I should, however, 
like to say a few words upon the pcint 
whieh seems to have been mainly relied 
upon by those hon. Gentlemen who 
have supported this motion. They 
urge that we have no right to alter 
I want 


the general law by a Private Bill. 
toknow why we should not do so. There 
are just the same, in fact I am disposed 
to think there are even greater facilities 
for discussing a Private Bill than there 


are for discussing a public one. Indeed, 
so far as my experience goes, it is much 
easier to get the former kind of Bill 
than it is to get the latter passed into 
law. When it is passed, it is no longer 
a Private Bill, but it becomes part of the 
general law of the land and has just as 
much force and effect as any other Act. 
It seems to me, then, that it is a very 
convenient method of bringing about a 
useful alteration of the law which might 
take years to accomplish if it could 
only be brought about by promoting a 
Public Bill. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
have already said that the question 
whether this matter should be dealt with 
in a Public or Private Bill is not now 
before the House. 


*Mr. LOWE: If I am not in order in | 
discussing that question I will only say, in | 


conclusion, that I am sure this subject 
has already been quite sufficiently dis- | 
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cussed, and that I hope the House will 
be satisfied with and adhere to the de- 
cision it came to on the last oceasion. 


*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrtnuer, Cumberland, 
Penrith): I wish to say a few words, and 
I hope I shall be able to confine myself 
strictly to the question. It seems to me 
that there are three courses that might 
be taken with regard to the Bill. Sup- 
posing it went on in the ordinary way, 
the Bill, as there are no petitions against 
it, would be sent to the Unopposed Bill 
Committee, which I may say consists 
chiefly of myself. I hope I may not be 
considered egotistic, but although I 
occasionally get valuable assistance, the 
decisions really are taken by myself, and 
I am responsible for them to this House. 
Of course after the decision of the House 
I should feel it impossible for me to 
accept the recommendations sent down 
by the Charity Commissioners. _ Its 
principle having been affirmed on the 
Second Reading, I should be limited to 
making such minor alterations as have 
been agreed upon. In practically the 
same form as it is now, the Bill would be 
returned to the House for Third Reading. 
As regards the second course, I cannot 
find any precedent for sending a Private 
Bill to a Select Committee of fifteen 
members. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Was there 
not a precedent a short time ago in regard 
to the Electric Powers Bill ? 


*Mr. ». W. LOWTHER: That was a 
Special Committee ofarather different kind. 
It was not a Special Committee of fifteen 
members. It was appointed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. My objection to it 
is on this ground. The House has already 
approved the principle of this Bill, and I 
do not think it wouid accept from a Com- 
mittee the rejection of that principle. A 


Committee of fifteen might, no doubt, 


make alterations in the details of the Bill, 
but, with all due submission, it seems to 
me that this Bill is one of principle— 
namely, that an endowed charity, in the 
broadest sense of the term, is entitled to 
come to this House to propound its own 
scheme for its own government, and to 
receive the assent of this House to that 
scheme. The details are not, therefore, 
of very great importance. That is my 
reason for objecting to send this Bill to a 
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Committee. 
ber I am opposed to this Bill and voted 
against it on general grounds on the 
Second Reading. As to the third course, 
by the Standing Orders of the House, I 
have the power to report when a Bill is 
technically unopposed that it should be 
treated as an opposed Bill. It would then 
be referred to a group, and would go be- 
fore a Committee of four members, and 
in that case it would be open to the Com- 
mittee to reject the Bill altogether and 
firid that the preamble was not proved. 
That, I think, would be a rather dan- 
gerous precedent to set, and I am there- 
fore driven back to the first course— 


Birmingham (King 


in the ordinary way to the Unopposed 
Bill Committee, and on the Third Reading 
the House will again have an opportunity 
of giving or withholding its assent to the 
principles contained in the Bill. 


*Sm JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar- 
nard Castle): Those who have read this 
Bill will see how very important a 
measure it is. In my humble judgment 
the House came to a right decision in 
affirming the principle of the Bill. Those 
of us who have taken part in the manage- 
ment of grammar schools feel how very 
important this largely extended principle 
might become. We believe it might be 
usefully extended throughout the 
country where the local authority is 
strong enough to take the charge of 
the higher grade schools of 
locality. It seems to me that by far 
the best thing the promoters of the Bill 
and the House generally can do is to 
refer the Bill to a Committee which 
can consider the policy of delegating 
the powers now held by the school 
branch of the Charity Commissioners to 
local authorities. I am anxious that 
nothing should be done to damage the 
work carried out under the late Lord 
Lyttelton in the endowed schools Com- 
mission—but surely now under revised 
schemes these schools can be safely 
trusted to those who understand their 
own wants better than the Charity Com- 
mission. I do not now attempt to 
discuss what would be the controlling 
power of the new educational authority. 
I strongly support the view that 
the education of the country would be 
best helped by sending the Rill to a 
Committee with a view to its being, 
made a precedent for similar delegation 


Mr. J. W. Lowther. 
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Hon. Members will remem- | 


avoid delay. 
namely, that the Bill should go forward | 


their | 











of local educational authority into local 
hands. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant LAwson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): The House: 
may expect the guidance of the Charity 
Commission on the question. My hands 
are tied, because the Commissioners are 
absolutely indifferent. They have clean 
consciences, and will, if the House wishes. 
it, appear before any Committee ; but it 
would cause delay, and, above all things,. 
the Charity Commissioners hate and 
Throwing aside my official 
position, and speaking in my _ private 


‘capacity, I may say that my _inten- 


tion is to vote against the motion. 
I consider that in the Bill there is only 
one principle— namely, whether one 
school shall be let loose from the general 
law. That is a principle which the 
House can decide for itself without. refer- 
ring the matter to a Committee. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea: 
District) :.I quite appreciate the desire 
of the promoters. of this measure to 
escape from the jurisdiction of the 
Charity Commission, which is so ably re- 
presented by the hon. Member for Thirsk. 
But I am still not quite satisfied whether 
I ought, even in their interests, to vote 
against the motion of the hon. Member 
for Montgomeryshire, for I do not quite 
understand what is the principle we 
affirmed last week. The Chairman of 
Committees has told us that the House 
has approved the principle without com- 
mitting itself in any way to the details of 
this particular scheme. It has affirmed. 
the principle that it is right and proper 
that the jurisdiction exercised by the 
Charity Commissioners under the Charit- 
able Trusts Act shall not apply in the 
case of this particular foundation. If 
the Bill is carried, and the control of the 
Charity. Commission is removed, I want 
to know who is to exercise control over: 
the powers conferred on the governors of 
the institution by this Bill. Is there any 
authority, except perhaps under the 
general law of the land, which can pre- 
vent the improper expenditure of the 
money of this foundation? I- am not 
quite sure what would be-the position of 
this charity with: regard. to. the High. 
Courts. . 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The; principle they favour as the passing of 
hon. Gentleman is now discussing the the motion. I confess that I would not 
merits of the Bill. myself show my favour towards the Bill 
in that way. I would vote against 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: My vote the motion on the grounds very clearly 
hangs upon this question, whether or not stated by the Chairman of Committees 
there isany authority to control this body —namely, that it is contrary to the 
in case the Bill becomes law——- practice of the House and contrary to 
| its convenience that Private Bills should 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is|be referred to such a Committee. I 
the misfortune of the hon. Member that | would also vote against it because it 
his vote should hang upon an irrelevant | appears to me that the object which 
point. | hon. Members desire to see accomplished 
{has already been attained. They seem 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: After your/|to think that this Bill is simply the 
ruling, Sir, I will not, of course, press | creation of its promoters, unmodified by 
the question further. But I must say | any Government Department, and they 
that in all probability this Bill will pass | argue that some such Department should 
through this House without our under-| have power to appear before a Select 
standing why we are thus dealing with | Committee. They are under a mis- 
an Act of Parliament and substituting a| apprehension. The Bill has been re- 
new authority for the Charity Com-| ferred to the Education Department, 
mission. which, by statute, has large powers of 
taking to itself the authority of the 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | Charity Commissioners. It has passed 
cannot upon this motion discuss the prin- | through the recognised ordeals of ex 
ciple of the Bill. It will be competent | amination by that Department, and every 
for him to do so on the motion for the | suggestion which that Department has 
Third Reading. |made has been accepted by the pro- 
|moters. Therefore, the Bill comes before 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | the House not as the unauthorised inven- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man-|tion of a particular set of promoters, 
chester, E.): This Bill is gradually be-| but as a scheme having the sanction of 
coming a very old friend. This is the! the new Education Department, which 
third afternoon on which we have been this House created last year. Under 
occupied in discussing it, and we are/| these circumstances, I think that the 
promised a fourth occasion on the motion | hon. Members who vote for the Bill 
for the Third Reading. Limiting my- | gcing before a Select Committee will be 
self to the principal point under discus- | doing so under a complete misapprehen 
sion, as far as I can make out those who | sion. I trust, therefore, that they will 
propose to vote for the motion are in| not imperil the passage of the Bill, which 
one of three categories—those who have | in its general scope meets the approval 
frankly opposed the Bill at all stages| of this House. To refer it to a Select 
in the intention of destroying it ; those |Committee, whatever else it might do, 
who, like the hon. Member for the North-| would not promote its rapid passage into 
wich Division of Cheshire, declare that the | law. I shall vote against the Amendment 
motion is not directed against the Bill, | with a clear conscience. 
and who have no prejudices or feeling 
one way or another ; and those who, like} Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): 
the hon. Member for the Barnard Castle | I understand the right hon. Gentleman 
Division of Durham, are strongly in favour | the Chairman of Committees to suggest 
of the principle of the Bill, and wish | that the principle of this Bill, as it has 
to see the powers of the Charity Com-| been affirmed by this House, is not a 
missioners delegated to local authorities. | matter which can be dealt with by a Com- 
I think that the course adopted by hon. | mittee. On the last occasion that this 
Members who take the view of the Mem- | Bill was before the House it was agreed 
ber for the Barnard Castle Division of | to withdraw the scheme from the Charity 
Durham is the most extraordinary of all,/ Commission, but I think it was also 
because they must be perfectly well aware | understood that it was to be placed under 
that nothing could so much imperil the | the control of the Court of Chancery. 
| 
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Now, a clause to secure that has never 
been submitted to this House, and there- 
fore we are absolutely ignorant as to 
whether there will be any real control or 
not by the Court of Chancery. I could 
imagine that a clause might be so drawn 
as to avoid having any such real control, 
while, on the other hand, if the governors 
of the school were compelled to get an 
Order of the Court before they could 
alienate any property, there would be 
very real control indeed. What I 
desire to know is, if this Bill is sent 
to a Select Committee, will not the 
whole subject with regard to the powers 
of the Court of Chancery be brought 
before the Committee and discussed more 
fully and adequately than before the right 
aon. Gentlemen sitting as the Unopposed 
Bill ‘Committee ? If that is the case 
there is very good ground for the 
motion which has been moved, and I for 
one shall certainly support it. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER said that there | 


was no doubt that any proposals brought 
forward to amend the Bill would be mucli 
more largely discussed before a Com- 
mittee of fifteen members than before an 
Unopposed Bill Committee. In the latter 
ease he should require from the promoters 
a draft of the clause which they proposed 
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to insert to carry out the arrangement. 
arrived at last Friday, and if that draft 
clause, in his opinion, carried out 
that arrangement, he should insert it in 
the Bill, but naturally there would not be 
the same discussion as in a Select Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) asked whether the right hon. 
Gentleman, as representing the Unopposed 
Bill Committee, had power so to amend 
the clause if necessary in order to make 
the powers of the Court of Chancery not 
illusory but substantial, and to provide a 
check against the governors of the college 
sacrificing the corpus of the estate. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER replied that he 
should not propose to insert anything 
beyond the arrangement come to last 
Friday. If the House, when they saw 
that clause inserted in the Bill, were not 
satisfied, they could either on Considera- 
tion or on Third Reading amend the Bill, 
or take whatever other steps they thought 
right. 


Question put. 


The House divided: —Ayes, 122 ; Noes, 
201. (Division List No. 132.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, ‘Thomas Gair 

Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bethell, Commander 

Blake, Edward 

Bond, Edward Gibney, James 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Gold, Charles 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, ‘Uhomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


Ffrench, Peter 


Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
| Galloway, William Johnson 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 

| Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 
| Hammond, John (Carlow) | M‘Cartan, Michael 
| Hardy, Laurence 

| Harrington, Timothy 


Jones, David Brynmor (Sw’ns'a 
| Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lanyley, Batty 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Leng, Sir John 
Lough, Thomas 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel i 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’sC. 
Maclean, James Mackenzie _ 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Munro (Leith 


M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) | Harwood, George M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Campbeil-Bannerman, Sir H. | Hayden, John Patrick Mappin, Sir FrederickThorpe 
Carew, James Laurence Hayne, Rt. Hn. CharlesSeale- | Mather, William 


Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 


Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dillon, John 


‘ 


Doogan, P. C. | Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 


Mr. Hedderwick. 


Healv, Maurice (Cork) 
| Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Commins, Andrew Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman. Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Donelan, Captain A. | Jacoby, James Alfred 


Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Pease,Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Price, Robert John 
Redmond,JohnE (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John H. (Denbigh.) 
Sandon. Viscount 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Souttar, Robinson 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allan, Willi tm (Gateshead) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baillie, J. E. B (Inverness) 
Kaird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S. (Hunts) 
Barry, SirFrancis T.( Windsor) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, ®dmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Ballard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt HaJ.A.(Glasgow) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain. Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Kt. How. Henry 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford. Sir WilliamTheodore 
Drage, Geotfrey 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Whitmore, C. Algernon 


Williams, JobnCarvell(Notts. | 


Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


NOES. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Sir W, (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hn.Sir John Eldon 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Ha. Robert Win. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hon. A. S. (Staffs. ) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Houldsworth. Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wim. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 





Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Lowther, Rt HnJ W(Cumb’land 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir J. William 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E. 
M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlenore, J. Throgmorton 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T. (Hudders. 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen and 
Mr, Herbert Lewis. 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm/’thsh. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muniz, Philip A. 
Murray, Col. Wendhaw (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Fras. Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(LancesS W 
Plunkett, Rt. HnHoraceCurzou 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley,Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
itehie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tutherford, John 
Samuel H. S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William( Derbys. } 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Christchureh) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Ed wardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley,SirHenryM.(Lambeth 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot,RtHn.J G. (Oxf'dUniv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H, 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taun’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) com- 
plained that the promoters of. the Bill 
had petitioned Members of the House in 
a most misleading and unauthorised Whip 
to vote against the proposal he was about to 
move. The Whip bore the names of several 
hon. Members who had given no authority 
for their names to be appended, and an 
injury had been done to the motion which 
no explanation or apology could possibly 
remove. ‘The motion was coupled in a 
most unjustifiable manner in the Whip 
with the proposal just negatived by the 
House, seeing that the two were entirely 
separate and distinct. The motion he 
desired to move was not inimical to the 
Bill, nor did it go to the principle of the 
measure. It dealt with a very important 
detail which ought to be considered by 
the House as an Instruction to the Un- 
opposed Bill Committee. The Birming- 
ham educational system consisted of 
public elementary schools, endowed secon- 
dary schools, a university college, and now 
a university. The public elementary 
schools were controlled as to school atten- 
dance and largely as to education by the 
School Board of Birmingham, which body 
was by Act of Parliament represented by 
two of its members upon the governing 
body of the Birmingham University 
College of Science, and by Royal Charter 
was to be represented upon the Court of 
Governors by two members. In three 
out of the four links, therefore, the School 
Board had influence on the educational 
system of Birmingham, but the fourth 
and most important link, so far as public 
elementary education was concerned, was 
missing. By the terms of the trust, 50 per 
cent. of the children who entered the en- 
dowed grammar schools had to be children 
from the public elementary schools as 
foundation scholars, but as a matter of fact 
no less than 68 per cent. were from that 
source, of whom 53 per cent. came from 
the Birmingham Board schools. Up to the 
present, however, the governors of this 
charity had refused absolutely to admit 
to their counsels a single representative of 
the School Board. That was an incon- 
sistent and unintelligent tyranny, for 


{COMMONS} 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wills, Sir William Henry | 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) | Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Ar 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) | 

Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath | 
Wolff, Gastav Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
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, Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
cy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Colonel Milward and Mr. 
Lowe. 


which there was no reason but a woman’s 
reason—tney would not do it, and if they 
would not do it they would not; and 
there was an end of it. It was sought to 
perpetuate by an Act of Parliament this 
injustice, which so far had existed by 
means of a scheme under the Charity 
Commission. If the new governing body 
was now to be constituted under a 
scheme, it was almost certain that the 
Charity Commissioners would insist upon 
the representation of the great, important, 
and well-managed School Board for Bir- 
mingham. All that he asked was that in 
these days, when it was universally 
admitted to be essential that there should 
be a proper progress from one class of 
school to another, and that the governors 
of the various classes of sthool should be 
in touch with each other, there should be 
upen this governing body of twenty-two 
members more than one representative of 
the Birmingham School Board. There 
was no reason except ancient prejudice 
and prescription why members of the 
School Board, as such, should be excluded 
from that body. The Board was one of 
the most able, important, and successful 
in the country, and was recognised by 
institutions giving the highest type of 
education. If the School Board was 
worthy of being represented upon the 
University College and the Birmingham 
University itself, surely it was good 
enough to be represented upon the 
governing body of this foundation. 
The custom was now universal 
in all schemes with regard to secondary 
schools of placing representatives of the 
school boards upon the governing bodies. 
The London School Board appointed 
ninety-nine representatives upon govern- 
ing bodies of secondary schools, the 
Bradford School Board had seven such 
representatives, Bristol six, Coventry one, 
Exeter one, Hull two, Leeds two, Lei- 
cester three, Manchester one, Newcastle 
four, Northampton two, Nottingham one, 
Portsmouth two, Sheffield two, South- 
ampton two, Wolverhampton three, Wor- 
cester two, and Yarmouth one ; in fact, 
eighteen school boards sent to the govern- 
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localities 141 representatives. It was 
therefore a perfectly reasonable and 
moderate request that the Birmingham 
School Board should of right and ez 
oficio send to this governing body of 


twenty-two members two representatives 


—a request justified by educational 
reasons and upon general grounds, espe- 
cially in these schools where the public 
elementary schools supplied more than 
half the scholars. The Birmingham 
School Board had by resolution and 
deputation made this request, but without 
success. Probably the House would be 
told that it was proposed to admit one 
member—namely, the vice-chairman of the 
School Board—to their counsels, but that 
gentleman had decided to refuse the post 
in his personal capacity. The members 
of the School Board claimed, by virtue 


of their office, to have representation : 


upon this governing body, and he did not 
believe the promoters of the Bill could 
bring forward any sound argument 
against the Instruction which he now had 
the honour to move. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) formally seconded. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Birmingham (King Edward 
the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords] to make 
provision in Clause 9 for the appointment 
of Governors representative of 
Birmingham.” —(Mr. 
Yorall.) 


*CoLonEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) said he wished to 
apologise most sincerely and express his 
regret that the names of certain hon. 
Members in favour of the motion had 


appeared on the Whip issued against it 


by the promoters of the Bill. It was 
entirely due to inadvertence upon his 
part, and he had already apologised 
to those hon. Members 
He thought, however, that the accident 
had strengthened rather than prejudiced 
the motion. On behalf of the promoters 
he regretted to say that it was impossible 
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ing bodies of secondary schools in their | 


the | 


personally. | 


to accede to the request of the hon. | 


Member. There was not only one school 
board in Birmingham, butalsoseveral other 


important school boards, such as the Aston, | 

Smethwick, and King’s Norton school Government for this old and great founda- 

boards, and others. A deputation from tion. The hon. Member who moved this 
‘ 
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these school boards, and also from the 
Voluntary schools, had waited upon 
the governors of King Edward’s School, 
and it was decided that it was impossible 
to comply with the wishes of those 
Gentlemen, because it was not a question 
of adding one or two, but they would have 
had to add eight governors. Under those 
circumstances what had the School 
Board done? He did not think his hon. 
friend opposite was fully posted as to 
what had happened quite recently 
in this matter. He said that the 
governors of King Edward’s School had 
offered a place to the vice-chairman of the 
School Board upon the governing body, 
and that the School Board claimed this 
as aright. He had evidence in his pos- 
session to show that they did not claim this 
as a right, but asked it asafavour. Who 
was the hon. Member opposite speaking 
for? Was he speaking for the School 
Board? He would read to them a 
passage from the Agenda Paper which 
was to be considered on Friday next. On 
that Agenda Paper the Education Com- 
mittee reported and recommended that a 
reply be sent to the letter received from 
the governors of King Edward’s School 
expressing regret that the governors were 
unable to make any alteration in the 
representation cf governing bodies in the 
Bill before Parliament. That meant that 
on Friday next the School Board would 
adopt that resolution, and that would 
virtually dispose of the question. If the 
claim of the Birmingham School Board 
to representation were admitted, a similar 
claim would be advanced by the school 
boards of the various districts touching 
upon Birmingham, and by the Voluntary 
Schools Association, so that it was not a 
question of adding one or two, but eight 
new members to a body already 
numerous. y 


*Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said he desired to say a word or 
two because his name was on the Whip. 
The hon. and gallant Member opposite 
had apologised to him, and he quite 
accepted it. Why he rose was this: He 
did want to make an appeal to the 
promoters of this Bill. Speaking for him- 
self, he was very pleased to have his name 
on that Whip on the ground that the 
promoters of the Bill, as he understood 
it, desired a more democratic method of 
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Instruction had put a proposal before the | He says he makes it because he wishes to. 
House in the same direction as that | secure the democratic character of this. 
which induced them to support the | institution. As- a matter of fact, for 
Colonial Secretary and his friends, twenty years back the institution has 
who were now _ supporting this | been managed by the representatives of 
Bill. Therefore he did think that the Town Council of Birmingham, and 
they would only strengthen their case | the representatives of this Council are as 
and confirm the ground upon which they democratic a body as possible. They are 
had obtained support on his side of the elected by an electorate of the whole 
House by appointing two members of the | people of Birmingham, in which there is 
Birmingham School Board as governors. an enormous constituency in proportion 
He would say very frankly, although to|to the population. If I argued the 
him Birmingham was not a very pleasant question on democratic grounds I should 
name in most things, that upon education at once have to say that the School Board 
he would trust Birmingham with any- | is nothing like as democratic an assembly 
thing he possessed. He had absolute con-| as the Town Council of Birmingham, 
fidence in the educational policy of the because the Birmingham School Board i is 
city of Birmingham generally, and that elected under the “cumulative vote, to 
confidence had been largely evoked by | which the vast majority of the people of 
the splendid work done by the Birming- Birmingham are opposed, with the result 
ham School Board. Anyone who took | that the minority is represented out of all 
an interest in education could not fail to | proportion. I think the hon. Member 
see that there was probably not a school | opposite also takes that view, and | 
board in the kingdom, speaking from a think he will agree with me that from 
Radical standpoint, which had advanced the point of view of making this. 
so much in educational matters. Then institution a more democratic body, 
why should the promoters hesitate about it is not desirable to have a member of 
strengthening this great foundation? the School Board upon the governing 
With regard to the Aston and King’s body. I have answered the hon. Mem- 
Norton School Boards he did not think | ber’s argument, but that is not the line I 
that the hon. Gentleman contended that propose to take. There is no objection 
there was any very serious difficuity. whatever on principle to the representa- 
Those School Boards were perfectly aware tion of the School Board, or any educa- 
of the almost unique position of the Bir- tional authority like it, on the governing 
mingham School Board, and he was quite | body of the schools. The hon. Member 
sure that they would be content with the who moved the Instruction used very 
admission of the principle advocated by strong language, which was very unne- 
the hon. Member for Nottingham, that cessary, and he talked about inconsistency 
two or more members of the Birmingham and unintelligent tyranny, and he used 
School Board should be elected as other adjectives which are always used. 
governors. He did very urgently appeal by hon. Gentlemen opposite in reference 
to the promoters of this Bill not todetach to such questions; and they have now 
some some of them on that side of the been used in reference to what I have 
House who were strongly in favour of truly described as one of the most demo- 
the measure, and who intended to support cratic bodies in the kingdom. And this 
it through its Third Reading. His hon. criticism comes from a democrat! There 
friend’s proposal was a democratic one, is no prejudice whatever against the 
and it was hecause the measure was of a/ representatives of the School Board. So 
democratic character that the promoters far from that being the case, the 
got their support. He would make governors did, as a matter of fact, invite 
this last almost despairing appeal to the | a distinguished member of the School 
Colonial Secretary to complete his scheme , Board, who is the vice-chairman of that 
by giving them this representation of the | body, to join their Board. The Instrue- 
Birmingham School Board. tion which the hon. Member proposes is 
really a very serious one. It is per 

Tue SECRETARY OF STATE ror} fectly true that if you put on the 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | governing body with their consent 
Birmingham, W.): The hon. Member| members of the School Board, i 
opposite makes a despairing appeal ; but | adds to their strength ; but if as a matter 
he makes it under a misapprehension. | of right you put on members of the 


Mr. Maddison. 
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School Board, undoubtedly you lay the 






Birmingham which are quite as important 


az the School Board for Birmingham ;, 


and, moreover, you also lay a foundation 
for a claim of right from those who 
represent Voluntary schools. At the 
present time there are in the Voluntary 
schools nearly as many children as there 
are in the Board schools, and to say that 
theinterests of one class of schools should 
be represented by two members of the 
School Board, and that the other children 
should have no representation whatever, 
would be an extremely unfair proposition. 
We claim that the appointments by the 
Town Council under this system of popular 
election represent all the people of Bir- 
mingham, and represent them quite as 
well, and even better, than the School 
Board themselves. Of course, you may, 
as a matter of convenience, and with 
advantage, from time to time take either 
from the Birmingham School Board or from 
any other body a gentleman whose qualifi- 
cations are such that he will greatly assist 
the deliberations of the governors. I do 
not think the hon. Member opposite 
knows very much of the details of the 
educational system in Birmingham, or 
he would not have given us the illus- 
tration which he has put before the 
House. The governors we are dealing 
with now are twenty-two in number, and 
if you put on two additional members you 
are adding one-eleventh of the number, 
and you are altering the constitution of 
that body. But on the governing body 
of the new University I should think 
there are at least 100, and we can afford 
to put two additional members on such a 
body. There is no rule either in regard 
to Mason’s College or the new University 
which requires members of the School 
Board to be placed in what is, after all, 
executive position. A very large pro- 
portion of the work which this body of 
governors has to do is that of dealing 
with a property, and for this work, 
of course, the members of the School 
Board have no special qualification. 
Tam not in the least opposed to the 
principle of the Instruction. I am only 








anxious that the House should not, under a 
mistaken view, make the governing body 
so cumbersome as to render it unwork- 
able, The only result would be a new 
‘ommittee or sub-committee, to whom | 
It is | 


the whole work would be remitted. 
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| quite impossible for a body much larger 
foundation for a similar claim and right | than twenty-two to deal satisfactorily 
from all those other school boards outside | 


with the business. That is the only point 
I wish to press. On principle, I see no 
objection to the views of the hon. 
Member, and I will go so far as to accept 


_ the Instruction, provided it be confined to 


one member of the Birmingham School 
Board being appointed a representative of 
that body. I think the governors would 
have no objection to that. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I only want to intervene in the 
debate for a few minutes, and I do so 
because I took a deep interest in the 
school long before the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham was connected with it. I was 
secretary of the association which 
obtained the existing scheme for the work- 
ing of the school, and that scheme was 
obtained, after long agitation, under the 
Endowed Sehools Commission. The great 
defect of that scheme, which burdened it 
for years, was that it was not sufficiently 
democratic in character or sufficiently 
representative. There were really two 
defects. First of all, it gave the Bir- 
mingham City Council only a compara- 
tively small number of members on the 
governing body ; and, secondly, the scheme 
allowed the larger number of the members 
to be co-opted by the governing 
body. Since co-optation has always 
been objectionable to the citizens of 
Birmingham, I am very sorry that 
when a new scheme was promulgated 
in this Bill the promoters did not en- 
deavour to alter the governing body, and 
make it more representative than they 


have done. I am glad the right 
hon. Gentleman has made a_ conces- 


sion to the hon. Member for Notting- 
ham in consenting to the principle 
of his instruction, though I think he 
might have agreed to the admission of 
two members of the School Board. I 
have supported the Bill ever since it made 
its appearance in this House until now, 
and | believe that the school will be 
worked more satisfactorily by the people 
of Birmingham acting through their 
Councillors than under the control of the 
Charity Commission. I think the in- 
struction a wise one, and that it ought 
to have been accepted in its entirety. 
Reference was made to the representation 
of other school boards in the district, but 
they contribute a very small moiety of 





911 Birmingham (King 
scholars, and these bodies are compara- 
tively insignificant compared with the Bir- 
mingham School Board. I believe that this 
scheme will complete what we have been 
struggling for since 1864, namely, the co- 
oraination of the education in the Bir 
mingham Board schools with that in this 
great educational endowment. The great 
defect of this school has been that it has 
not taken the chief educational power in 
Birmingham into its councils. If the 


education of Birmingham is to be made 
as complete and as thorough as we hoped, | 


it must be by linking all the educational 
institutions in Birmingham together in 
the management of this great charity. The 
greatest educational institution is the 
School Board which belongs to the city 


of Birmingham. This charity belongs 
also to the city, and the School Board, | 


therefore, ought to have an effective voice 
in its management, in order tu give 
complete co-ordination to the education 
of the city. I beg to support the in- 
struction moved by my hon. friend. 


Mr. YOXALL: Although the ¢on- 
cession has been made somewhat un- 
graciously, I beg to accept the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal. 


Lcrp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
I confess that the whole of this discussion 


has been most surprising. As I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman, he pro- 
poses to put into this Bill a representative 
of the Birmingham School Board, and to 
leave out a representative of the Voluntary 
Schools Association, although he admits 
that the interests of the latter are at least 
as large as those of the School Board. In 
the course of his speech my right hon. 
friend appeared to show that if any re- 
presentatives of educational authorities 
were to be granted on the governing 
body they ought to be granted all round. 
{ was surprised, therefore, to learn at the 
conclusion of his speech that he seemed 
to contemplate, after all, that one member 
should be put on the governing body to 
represent the School Board, without any 
corresponding representative of the 
Voluntary Schools Association. That, 
in my opinion, would be unreasonable, 
and I should take strong objection to it. 
I understood that this Bill was one which 
the people of Birmingham, through their 
representatives, had framed consistently 
with the local needs of the city, and I 
have as such 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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it. 


consistently supported 
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And then comes in the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Nottingham, who has no 
concern .whatever with Birmingham, 
except only that he has very pronounced 
opinions on the education question, and 
makes a proposal, which, I presume, he 
thinks will be for the benefit of the 
governing body, to introduce two mem- 
bers of the Birmingham School Board 
on that governing body, which already 
was perfectly satisfactory to the people 
of Birmingham. Are we to _ have 
this apple of discord cast down and a 
question introduced which divides the 
people interested in the Voluntary and 
Board schools? I earnestly hope that the 
promoters of the Bill will not accept the 
Instruction of the hon. Member ; but in 
order to give myself the opportunity of 
moving a fresh Instruction on a subse- 
quent day to include a representative of 
the Voluntary Schools Association, I beg 
to move the adjournment of the debate. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”— 


(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | trust my 
noble friend will not press that motion. 
I should be very happy to give him such 
information as [ can on the point which 
he has raised. I do not think the claim 
on the part of the School Board is on the 
same plane as any claim for representa- 
tion that might be made by the Volun- 
tary Schools Association ; for, of course, 
the former is a representative body and 
is recognised as such by the governing 
body of a school of this kind. My noble 
friend is perhaps not aware that under 
the scheme there are nine co-opted mem- 
bers, and that it is perfectly open— 
it would not be an unnatural thing— 
for one or more of the co-opted members 
to be chosen as representatives of other 
bodies who interest themselves in educa- 
tional matters. But it would be to 
reduce the thing to an absurdity if every- 
body who has any interest whatever in 
education in the town is to be forcibly 
represented on the governing body of this 
school. I only yielded in the case of 
the School Board, because it is a repre 
sentative body. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal 
S.): On a point of order, Mr. Speaker 
this is a motion for adjournment. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: I am quite aware of 
that. The motion for the adjournment 
was made expressly with a view to ask- 
ing a question as to how that particular 
course suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman was justifiable, and the right 
hon. Gentleman is answering that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I trust I 
have so satisfied my noble friend that he 
will not think it necessary to press his 
motion for delay. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Having listened to the whole 
of the discussion to-day, I must say that 
my right hon. friend himself gave con- 
dusive reasons against the adoption of 
the suggestion with which he concluded 
his speech. He told us that the educa- 
tional authorities in Birmingham were 
divided on this question—that there 
were an equal number representing the 
Board schools and the Voluntary schcols, 
but he now tells us that he is going to 
give a representation of one on _ the 
governing body to one-half of the educa- 
tional authorities of the city, and that 
the other half is to be unrepresented 
altogether. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: No. I: is 
not put in the Bill as a statutory claim 
of right 
should be represented; but there is 


@ nothing to prevent them being repre- 


sented by the method of co-optation pro- 


4 vided in the Bill. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Doestheright 


hon. Gentlamen guarantee to the House 


that the Voluntary Schools Association | 
| rather inaudibly, but my intention was to 
| withdraw the Instruction. 


will have always the same _ privilege 
which Parliament is now asked to grant 
tothe School Board? It seems to me a 
one-sided proposal which has been de- 
servedly condemned by the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, and I hope he will 
stand by his original resolution and not 


ask the House to stultify itself by giving | 


{22 May 1900} 


that the Voluntary schools | 
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| School Board representative has been im- 
|ported into it; and in both cases we 
cannot gauge the meaning of the new 
importation. For instance, the right 
‘hon. Gentleman has just stated that 
the representative of the School 
Board is not to be put into the 
| Bill, but is left to be co-opted by the 
other members of the governing body. 
[Hon. MemBers: No, no!] That is the 
suggestion; the right hon. Gentleman 
himself will correct me if Iam wrong. I 
understood him to say that under the eo- 
optive power a School Board member 
_would be taken in. But if the School 
| Board member is to be put into the Bill, 
so should the representative of the Volun- 
tary Schools Association. I think when 
these sudden acceptances of revolutionary 
changes are made, we who attach import- 
| ance to the Voluntary schools should have 
_a little more time to consider them. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I think the 
most convenient course would be for me 
to withdraw my motion for adjournment 
and allow the division as to the Instruc- 
tion to be taken. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : On a point 


of order, Sir, it is not on the Instruction 
that the point arises. I understood the 
hon. Member was willing to withdraw the 
Instruction ; but, of course, if it remains, 


‘it will have to be altered to meet my 
| suggestion. 


Mr. YOXALL: I may have spoken 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
could not withdraw it without the consent 
of the House. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 


a one-sided representation to the School | Would not the object of the right hon. 


Board. | Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham be effected by amending the Instrue- 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): | tion by substituting one governor for two ? 

The motion for the adjournment of the | The Instruction can, I understand, be re- 

debate seems to me unanswerable. This duced but not enlarged. 

is the second importation into the Bill | 

since it came down from Birmingham., Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is it not 


First of all the Court of Chancery was | necessary that notice must be given of an 
mported into it, and suddenly now a | Instruction before it can be moved, and 
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does not that rule apply when an In- | 
struction is fundamentally altered 1 


Sir J. FERGUSSON 


N.E.): Would it not be more logical, | 
the “ 
governor,” to insert “representatives of | 8 


the school board and voluntary associa- | 
| Amendment agreed to. 


instead of inserting 


tions ” ? 


*Mr. LOWE: In my opinion it would | 


Birmingham (King 
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(Manchester, | 


words : ‘a} 


be better to negative the Instruction as it | 


now stands, the hon. 


Nottingham being content 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumcnt, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

(ameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Commins, Andrew 

Cooke,(. W. Radcliffe( Heref’d) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Crombie. John William 
Curzon, Viscount 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doxford, Wim. Theodore 
Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Evans,SirFrancisH (South’tono 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ. 
Fowler, Kt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


Member for West | 
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Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 


Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU | 
| Stevenson, Francis 8. 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 


Leese,SirJosephF.(Accrington | 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lowe, Francis William 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
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undertaking which was given to him 


‘the right hon. Gentleman the Mem by 


Mr. SPEAKER: A relevant Amend- | 


ment may be raised to an Instruction. 


for West Birmingham. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): I beg to 
move to amend the Instruction by 
omitting the words “in Clause 9,” and 
substituting the words “a governor” for 
overnors.” 


Main Question, as amended, put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 144; Noes, 
(Division List No. 133.) 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 


| Pilkington,SirG A(LanesS. W. 
| Pinkerton, John 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert: John 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement (Molyneux) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


| Schwann, Charles E. 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. John ( Forfar.) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sonttar, Robinson 


Strachey, Edward 


| Strauss, Arthur 
| Tanner, Charles Kearns 


Tennant, Harold John 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, JohnCarvell (Notts. 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Norfolk) 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 
Wilson, John (Govan) — 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh,N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Hudders'd 
Woods, Samuel 

Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TRLLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Mr. Yoxall and Sir Walter 
Foster. 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Aird, John 

Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


Baillie,JamesE. B. (Inverness) | 
Balearres, Lord | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell | 
Barry, Rt Ho AHSmith- (Hunts | 
Barry, Sir FrancisT. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H(Bristol) | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edinund | 
Bowles, ‘I’. Gibson(King’sLynn | 
Brassey, Albert | 
Brodrick, Kt. Hn. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A(Glasg’ w | 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coddington, Sic William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, C. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w) 
Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 





Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Daly, James 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Drage, Geoffrey 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 


Faber, George Denison 
‘ellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Kt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 





Forster, Henry William 


{22 May 1900} 
NOES. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster; 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 


| Gibney, James 


Gilliat, John Saunders 


| Goldsworthy, Major-General 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, Rt HnG.J(StGeorge’s 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Gunter, Colonel 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. R. Win. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Healy,Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


| Hill, Rt. Hon. A. S. (Staffs.) 


Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


| Horaby, Sir William Henry 


Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 


| Honston, R. P. 


Howard, Joseph 
Howell, Wiliiam Tudor 


| Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 


Hutton, John (Yorks, NR.) 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 


Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 


| Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, lan 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Menk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. fF (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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| Sidebotham, J 
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Morrison, Walter 

Muntz, Philip A. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpuint, Robert 
Plunkett, Rt HaHoraceCurzon 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Prectyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jo ves, Lt.-Col. Elward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Rutherford, John 


Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandon, Viscount 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Sidebottom, Wim. (Derbysh.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart ,SirMarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffi’d 
Walrond, Rt. Hun. Sir W. H. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt n 
Welby,SirCharles G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, kt. Hn E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Mr. James Lowther and 
Lord Hugh Cecil. 








919 Private Bill {COMMONS} Business. 940 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND-} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
COMPLIED WITH). LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


port from one of the Examiners of Peti- METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case ee PROVISIONAL ORDER 
of the following Bill, referred on the First F ras 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | Read the third time, and passed. 


which are applicable thereto have been 
‘ - ae | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
complied with, viz. :— | ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
Local Government Provisional Orders | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
(No. 7) Bill. ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
. Read a second time, and committed. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second } ; 
time to-morrow. , LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 
WETHERBY DISTRICT W ATER BILL Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and | Orders of the Local Government Board 
agreed to. | relating to the Birmingham, Tame, and 
; ba | Rea Main Sewerage District, and to 
ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT | Leeds and Wolverhampton, ordered to be 


-ecrettesille meneame "brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr, 
BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL | Chaplin. 
[Lords]. 


| 
Read the third time, and passed. with.| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
PR eens a ee ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 


| To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
CORK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST | Of the Local Government Board relating 


RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. to the Birmingham, Tame. and Rea Main 
Read the third time, and passed, with | Sewerage District, and to Leeds and 
Amendments. | Wolverhampton,” presented accordingly, 


| and read the first time ; to be referred to 


LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON RAIL- | the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
WAY BILL. | Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 229.] 


: er Reh y 
Read the third time, and prssed. | MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 


NEW RUSSIA COMPAN ELECTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL. 
: gigi Riana amnied Reported [Preamble not proved]; 


Read the third time, and passed, with-| Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


out amendment. | printed. 
OTLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
WATER BILL [Lords]. VALLEY WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed, with | COWES PIER BILL [Lords]. 


an Amendment. | HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 


CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHTING | Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
BILL. | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
EAST LONDON WATER BILL. POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN | Ordered, That the Examiners of 
y ry | ’ Ae ‘ - 
enmmatetharsaa | Petitions for Private Bills do examine 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN __ | the Post Office Sites Bill, with respect to 

RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. | compliance with the Standing Orders 

As amended, considered; to be read | relative to Private Bills —(Mr. Hanbury.) 
the third time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

LONDON SEA WATER SUPPLY BILL | That they have agreed to the Electric 

amen | Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, 

Read a second time, and committed. | without amendment. 

| . 
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That they have passed a Bill intituled, FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
“An Act to empower the Urban District | Petitions against, from master bakers 
Council for the district of Aston Manor, | of South St. Pancras; Poplar; South- 
in the County of Warwick, to construct | wark ; Peckham; North Lambeth; Dept- 
tramways, and to confer various powers | ford ; Norwood ; and Tottenham ; to lie 
rating to tramways upon that District | upon the Table. 

Council.” Aston Manor Tramways Bill | 
(Lords]. | LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
j Se De | SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for | Petit ‘ 

OP ae etition of the Scottish Temperance 
the abandonment of the Muirkirk, Mauch-| py 0. ee ; 
: : me pewrasg - . | Federation ; in favour; to lie upon the 
line, and Dalmellington Railways.” Muir-| p71, 
kirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Rail- ; 
 geeagenegueedeanicoapeai LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
authorise the Company of Proprietors of | Petition from Gloucester, in favour ; to 
the Margate Pier and Harbour to con-| lie upon the Table. 
struct works ; to raise additional capital ; | 





ind for other purposes relating to the | LUNACY BILL. 
mdertaking of the Company.” Margate; Petitions for alteration, from Wem and 
Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords]. Northwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for con- | ee 
fering further powers on the South East- | MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIA BILT' SO 
ern Railway aati in reference to their | SHIPO W ERS AND OTHERS) amen 
own undertaking and the undertakings of | Petition from Montrose, against ; to lie 
other companies in which they are inte- | upon the Table. 
rested ; and fer other purposes.” South 
fastern Railway Bill {Lerds}. | PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to| _ Petition from Paddington, against ; to 
wnfer further powers on the Whitechapel | lie upon the Table. 
uid Bow Railway Company; and for | 
ither purposes.” Whitechapel and Bow | PUBLIC-HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 
Railway Bill {Lords}. | OPENING BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Greenock ; 
'and Scottish Temperance Federation ; to 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL | jie upon the Table 


[Lords]. 


MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE, AND DAL. | 


MELLINGTON RAILWAYS (ABAN-| REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


DONMENT) BILL [Lordsj. Petition of the Incorporated Society of 
MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL | Law Agents in Scotland, in favour ; to lie 
[Lords]. | upon the Table. 
MOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
eset | SUNDAY BILL. 
WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY Petition from Woodbridge, against ; to 
BILL [Lords]. lie upon the Table. 


Read the first time; and referred to wae: 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


Bills. SUNDAY BILL. 
eee Petitions in favour, from White- 
F chapel; and Brighton; to lie upon the 
PETITIONS. Talle. sits . 

prs. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. Petitions against, from Paisley and 
_ Petition from Caithness, in favour; to | Renfrew; Dundee; and Cupar; to lie 

te upon the Table. upon the Table. . 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Crail ; Cupar ; 
Lochgelly ; Charlestown ; Paisley ; Inver- 
ness: Sandwick; Noltland; Forfar; 
Brechin; Montrose; Arbroath; Ardris- 
haig; Kilmalecolm; Uphall; Bathgate ; 
Conon Bridge ; Dundee (six) ; and Perth ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Gosport ; New 
Brancepeth (two); Seaford ; Sheffield 
(four); Scarborough ; Willington ; Mid 
Durham; Newcastle-on-Tyne; Lower 
Clapton ; Midland Temperance League ; 
Hurst Brook; Shrewsbury; New Mills 
(four); Birch Vale ; Compstall ; Chapel- 
en-le-Frith (two); Thornsett; Bugs- 
worth ; Brook Bottom ; Preston (two) ; 
Sussex United Temperance Council ; 
Southport; Yorkshire ; | Manchester ; 
High Wycomb; Gurney Valley; Fern- 
dale ; Pontypool ; Liverpool ; Gloucester- 
shire; Guiseley; Victoria Park; City 
Road ; Lowestoft; Leith; Barry ; Ton- 
gwynlais ; Bridgend ; Llantrisant ; and 
Hulme ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 
Petitions for legislation, from New 
Winchester ; Dimbleby ; and Kendal ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
I 


L. 


Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ; 
Mid Durham; Shrewsbury; Wolver- 
hampton; Newcastle; York ; Sussex 
United Temperance Council; Ferndale ; 
Hulme ; and Lowestoft ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 
Petitions against, from Hulme; and 


Manchester and Salford ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
SOUTH AFRICA (TRANSPORTS). 


Return [presented 2lst May] to be 
printed, [No. 184.] 


{COMMONS} 








Grounds Bill. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Fifth Annual 

Report of the Local Government Board 

for Scotiand [by Command] ; to lie upon 


the Table. 
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WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Governors of Wellington College for the 
year ending 31st December, 1899, with 
Accounts [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY 
WARNED. 


SCHOOLS 


Quarterly returns ordered, “by 
counties, of the Public Elementary 
Schools (1) which have been warned by 
the Board of Education under Article 86 
of the Code, including schools from 
which the grant has been withheld under 
that article ; (2) which have been warned 
by the Board of Education that the 
annual grant will, in future, be withheld 
unless defects in the school premises are 
remedied ; (3) the annual grants to 
which have been suspended for three 
months or more from the date of the 
receipt by the Board of Education of the 
inspector's report on account of defeets 
in school premises (in continuation of Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 177, of Session 
1899).”—(Sir Francis Powell.) 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(ACCOUNTS). 

Return ordered, “of the Accounts, as 
as they are respectively made up, of the 
Metropolitan Water Companies and of 
the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee 
to the 30th day of September and the 
31st day of December, 1899 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 340, of 
Session 1899).”—(Mr. 7. W. Russell.) 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., with Amendments. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 185.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 185.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon 
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Monday next, and to be printed. 
930.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is. the 
Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com-! right hon. Gentleman aware that two 

mittee of Selection ; That they had dis-| members of the Cabinet have stated that 

charged the following Members from the | the Spion Kop despatches would be pub- 

Standing Committee on Law, and Courts | lished —— 

of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Lord | 


[ Bill; planation to offer as to the publication or 
| non-publication of any despatch. 


Hugh Cecil and Mr. Griffith-Boscawen ; 
and had appointed in substitution : 
Viscount Cranborne and Mr. Bromley- 
Davenport. 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the 
Committee ; That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the 
following Fifteen Members in respect of 
the County and Borough Franchise 
Assimilation (London) — Bill: — Mr. 
Attorney General, Mr. Bond, 
Boulnois, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Causton, 
Mr. Cohen, Mr. Alban Gibbs, Captain 
Jessel, Mr. Lough, Sir Samuel Montagu, 
Mr. Reckitt, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. 
Steadman, Mr. James Stuart, and Mr. 
Whitmore. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—SPION KOP, 
PAARDEBERG, AND KOORN SPRUIT 
DESPATCHES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Ibeg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Spion Kop despatches 
were published with the sanction and on 
the advice of the Cabinet in its collective 
capacity, and the despatehes with refer- 


ence to the first day’s fighting at Paarde- | 


berg and the capture of the convoy at 
Koorn Spruit were withheld from publi- 
cation at the discretion of the Cabinet in 
its collective capacity ; and can he offer 
any explanation of the publication of the 
Spion Kop despatches, and the non-publi- 
cation of the Paardeberg and Koorn 
Spruit despatches. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA-, 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
E.): The first part of the question deals | 
witha matter I am not in the habit of | 
alswering questions about, and in reply | 
tothe second paragraph I have no ex- | 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


APPOINTMENT OF ENGLISH 
OFFICERS TO IRISH REGIMENTS. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


\ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether he would consent to the granting 
of a Return of the names of officers from 
English regiments who, without experi- 
ence of active service in this war, 


| have been appointed by the War Office to 
Mr. | 


fill the places of officers of the Irish 
regiments who have fallen or become 
incapacitated by wounds or illness from 
military service, such appointments being 
made over the heads of the Irish ofti¢ers 
who have fought in the campaign. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe all 
the information that could be included tn 
the Return is published in the Loadon 
Gazette. 


Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that officers of the 
Inniskillings have been deprived of pro- 
motion on account of the appointment of 
English ofticers ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


FORFEITURES OF PROPERTY 
THE TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Preston (Mr. Tomlinson), 1 beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, although Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment raise no objection to the payment 
to the Government of the South African 
Republic of the ordinary rents and 
licences reserved under contracts made 


IN 


prior to the commencement of the war, 


Her Majesty’s High Commissioner has 
refused to allow such payments to. be 


| made; and whether the Government can 


give any assurance that Her Majesty’s 
subjects shall not suffer from the prohibi- 
tion by the High Commissioner. of the 
making of such payments. i 


2M 2 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE For | 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): In answer to the first | 
paragraph, I have to say that I understand | 
that Sir Alfred Milner, whilst raising no | 
objection to the action of persons making 
payment out of funds in the Transvaal, has 
refused to approve colonial banks sending 
forward to Transvaal branches authorisa- | 
tion to make such payments on the ground 
that this would be trading with the enemy 
ae a breach of the regulations accepted 
by the banks. As to the second para- 
graph, Her Majesty’s Government have 
announced by the High Commissioner's 
notice of 19th January that they will not 
recognise any forfeiture of immovable 
property declared since the commencement 

of the war. 


RED CROSS DISTINGUISHING MARKS. 

Carrain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of | 
State for War whether his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that the red cross, 
as now used for ambulances and hospitals, 
is too small to be distinguished with , 
certainty at a distance from which rifle | 
fire is now effective, and to the fact that 
the flag cannot be distinguished even at a 
much shorter distance when there is no 
wind ; and whether he will take steps to 
provide that the red cross shall be made 
larger on wagons, marquees, and bell 
tents, and that it shall be displayed over 
hospitals by means of a light canvas in a 
wire frame. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE vor WAR (Mr. WynpbHaAm, 
Dover): These questions are under con- 


sideration, and the experience gained in 
the present war will no doubt be valuable 
in enabling us to arrive at a conclusion. 


ARMY PAY DEPARTMENT — RESER- 
VISTS’ SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the | 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
_ can state whether the Army Pay Depart- 
ment has been able to cope with the 
extra labour imposed upon it in connec- | 
tion with the wives and families of | 
Reservists ; and, if not, whether it is pro- , 
posed to take steps to deal with the | 
‘pressure of work. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As TI have Hetty 
explained to the House, considerable difti- | | 


{COMMONS} 
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(culty was experienced in October and 
November in dealing with the great 
quantity of extra work which was ‘then 
thrown upon the Pay Department, and 
some regrettable delay took place. I am 
informed that the difficulty has been over- 
come, and that the work is proceeding 
satisfactorily. If any hon. Member knows 
of any recent instance of delay and will 
furnish me with the particulars I shall be 
glad to make inquiries. 


Questions. 


COMFORTS FOR WOUNDED SOLDIERS, 


Stir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War, havi ing regard 
to the appeals which are being made to 
the public for shirts, socks, invalids’ 
slippers, underclothing, and handkerchiefs 
to distribute among wounded soldiers. 
arriving at Southampton from South 
Africa, whether he will state what 
arrangements have been made by the 
authorities for providing these men with 


necessary clothing on _ reaching this. 
country. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: [istructions were 


sent to the general officer commanding at 
Cape Town on 8th January that invalids 
sent home were to be supplied on embarka- 
tion with clothing suitable for wear in 
this country as well as for the voyage. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS—HAY. 

CoLonEL LONG 
Evesham): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office how many 
tons of hay were offered in fulfilment of 
Government contracts at the Victoria and 
Albert Docks during the month of April, 
and how many tons were rejected as 
unfit ; and what was the greatest num- 
ber of tons offered during ‘April by any 
one contractor at the said docks and 
rejected. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 


\THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- | 
| WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): 471 tons | 


of hay were offered and 402 tons were 
rejected : they all came from one firm. 


CoLonEL LONG: May I ask the name 
ng the firm ? 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I must 
request notice of that. 


(Worcestershire, | 
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Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): Was 
80 per cent. of the hay rejected in one 


case ? 





[No answer was given. | 


THE VOLUNTEER RESERVE. 
Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for War whether, to prevent the limita- | 
tion of numbers, Volunteers who have | 


served less than six years, but have 
been returned efficient every year of 
their service, will be accepted for the 
Volunteer Reserve. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have already 


explained to the hon. Member, the con- ; 


ditions of eligibility for the Volunteer 
Reserve were fixed after consultation with 
Volunteer commanding officers. The 


question of introducing certain modifica- | 


tions is now under consideration. 


MILITIA—CANDIDATES FOR LINE 
COMMISSIONS. 
Major RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
will state how he proposes that Militia 


candidates for the Line should compete , 


for commissions in September when, as 


they are doing permanent duty with their | 


embodied battalions, they have no means 
whatever of studying for a competitive 
examination. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Asall Militia batta- 
lions are embodied, all Militia candidates 
will compete under the same conditions, 
but it is not possible as yet to say what 
these conditions will be. 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ OUTFIT 
ALLOWANCE. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he can 
now state what decision has been arrived at 
with reference to the granting of outfit 
allowances to officers from half pay who 
are serving with Reserve regiments. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Officers recalled to 

duty from the half-pay list are not under 
the regulations entitled to outfit allow- 
ance ; but, in view of the temporary 
nature of the employment given to the 
officers referred to, the question of relax- 
ing the rule in their favour will be con- 
sidered, 


{22 May 1900} 





930 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will this 


| also apply to medical officers ? 
| *Mr. WYNDHAM: I 


notice. 


Questions. 


must ask for 


| MEDITERRANEAN FLEET AND CHAN- 
NEL SQUADRON CRUISERS. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty what is the 
number of cruisers at present attached to 
the Mediterranean Fleet and the Channel 
Squadron respectively, and what is the 
normal number supposed to be required 
in each case. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : The normal number of 
eruisers attached to the Mediterranean 
Fleet is ten and to the Channel Squadron 
six. The present number is eight and 
three respectively, the others having been 
| temporarily detached for service on the 
Cape station. I may remind the right 
hon. Gentleman that, on the other hand, 
we have in commission beyond the usual 
‘number of cruisers four other fighting 
ships composing the training squadron, 
fully manned and fit for service. 


| WATER-TUBE BOILERS. 

Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
what is the nature of -the repairs being 
carried out at Devonport Dockyard to 
the water-tube boilers of Her Majesty’s 
cruiser “ Highflyer,” recently returned 
from the Mediterranean; what is being 
done to the water-tube boilers of Her 
Majesty’s ships “Gipsy,” “Fairy,” and 
“ Osprey,” what report has he received as 
to the latter vessel, and what is the 
reason Her Majesty’s cruiser “* Argonaut ” 
is still detained at Chatham ; whether, 
on having only a_ basin trial of her 
machinery on Thursday last,. the doors of 
her water-tube boilers leaked so badly 
that fully 100 tons of water which had 
been distilled by Her Majesty’s ship 
“Champion” for the “Argonaut’s” use was 
lost in the few hours’ basin trial ; and 
how many of the water-tube boilers of 
Her Majesty’s ship “ Diadem” were fit 
to be used on her return to Portsmouth. 
and what is the extent of the necessary 
repairs. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The “ Highflyer” is 
having her machinery overhauled as a 
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preliminary to proceeding on foreign 
service. Only very trifling work has 
has been done on her boilers. The 
“Gipsy,” “Fairy,” and “Osprey ” have 
water-tube boilers of the Thorneycroft 
type. The boilers of the “Gipsy” are 
being re-tubed. The boilers of the other 
two vessels are undergoing examination, 
but no report has been received as to 
their condition being other than service- 
able. The leakage in the “Argonaut” was 
not from the doors of her water-tube 
boilers but from joints of steam and 
drain pipes. The “ Diadem’s” boilers 
were all in working order on her arrival 
at Portsmouth. 


Mr. ALLAN: Were the boilers of the | 


“ Diadem ” in working order ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : 
reply to the hon. 
barrelled gun. 


I have said so in 
Member’s double- 


Mr. ALLAN: Were any repairs to 
them necessary ! 


Mr. GOSCHEN: [f they were in 
working order I presume they would re- 
quire no repairs. 


INDIAN FAMINE AND CHOLERA— 
SUPPLY OF DOCTORS AND NURSES. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh): 
Theg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, in view of the spread of 
cholera in the famine districts of India he 
can state what is the present supply of 
trained nurses and doctors ; and whether 
he will take steps, in view of the condi- 
tions which have arisen, to assist the 
Government of India to obtain an 
increased supply. 

THE SECRETARY or 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): [ cannot state the precise num- 
ber of doctors and nurses in the famine 
districts. During the past three years 
many doctors and nurses have been sent 
out for temporary work in India in addi- 
tion to the large permanent medical and 
hospital establishments of the Indian 
Government. The Government of India 
are aware that any demand for additional 
help of this kind is promptly complied 


with. | 
ASHANTI—THE DISTURBANCES AT 
COOMASSIE. 


| 


{COMMONS} 


STATE For | 
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Colonies if it has been found necessary 
to send out large war stores to Cape 
Coast Castle for the Ashanti war, and 
if there is any doubt as to whether Sir 
Frederick Hodgson will be able to hold 
out at Coomassie. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : | Sir 
Frederick Hodgson has asked for certain 
additional supplies of ammunition and 
provisions, and they are being sent to 
Cape Coast. There is reason to hope 
that he will very shortly be relieved by 
| the forces now on the way to Coomassie, 
| CHINA—TARIFF REVISION. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether an opportunity will be given 
the House for considering any proposals 
which may be made by the Chinese 
Government for a revision of the tariff 
| before any settlement is arrived at; and 
| whether the negotiaticns will be con- 
| ducted in Peking or in London. 








| *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
| Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): I cannot 
|give an undertaking of the nature re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member. Such a 
|course would be quite contrary to the 
| usual practice in negotiations with a 
| foreign Power. Experts will be consulted, 
| and every care will be taken to protect 
| the commercial interests of this country. 
| The negotiations will be conducted at 
| Peking. 

| TURKEY — PROPOSED — INCREASED: 
| DUTIES ON BRITISH GOODS. 





| Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to 
jask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any general in- 
crease of duty on British goods entering 
Turkey has been agreed to by Her 
Majesty’s Government. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty's Am- 
bassador at Constantinople is at present 
engaged, in concert with his foreign 
colleagues, in negotiations upon this sub- 
| ject which are not yet completed. 





| 


THE WAIMA ARBITRATION. 
*Srr CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 


Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid): I| the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 


{ 


Affairs whether, besides the question of 
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indemnity for a ship detained on the| raltar, Malta, Alexandria, Syez, Perim, 
Niger, in respect of which the principle | Aden, Zanzibar, Seychelles, Mauritius 
of arbitration on the amount of indemnity | cables at Rodrigues, Cocos, and near 
had already been accepted by Her| Perth; and what prospect there now is 
Majesty’s Government, any other ques- of the construction of the Mauritius, 
tions were brought forward by Her Rodrigues, Cocos, Australia line. 
Majesty’s Government, in connection | 

with the Waima Arbitration, in their | CHANCELLOR 
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THE OF THE EX- 








note of March, to which no answer has 
been received. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Certain claims 
pending on either side were put forward. 
The questions are, however, still the sub- 
ject of negotiation and cannot properly be 
discussed. 


RUSSIA AND KOREA—THE MASAMPHO 
SCOALING STATION. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
information to the effect that an agree- 
ment has been concluded by Russia with 
the Korean Government giving Russia an 


exclusive settlement for her naval needs | 
at Masampho Harbour ; and if so, what | 


steps Her Majesty’s Government propose 


to take in view of this violation of the | 
assurance given by Russia in 1886, that, - : 
issue licences as soon as the general form 


in event of the English occupation of 


Port Hamilton ceasing, Russia would | 
been settled. 


undertake not to interfere with Korean 


territory under any circumstances. As | 
the right hon. Gentleman answered ques- | 


tions relative to this matter yesterday, will 
he now say whether he has any further 
information to give the House ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to | 


add to the statement which I made 
yesterday on the subject.+ 


EASTERN TELEGRAPH COMPANY’S 
CABLE EXTENSIONS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 


ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


whether landing rights in Cornwall have 
now been conceded in respect of the 


direct cable to St. Vincent, and whether | 
the laying of the strategic cable from | 
Ascension to Sierra Leone has now been | 


arranged ; whether steps are being taken | °° cae 
a ae eh 8 , sioners, whether in view of the fact that 


to lay a cable from Durban to Mauritius; 


whether landing rights have been con- | 
ceded in respect of the extension of the | 
Cape Town, | 
Durban, Mauritius, and England, Gib- | 


Ascension, St. Helena, 





t See page 730 of this volume. 


|CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ BeEacu, 
| Bristol, W.): Arrangements have been 
|made with the Eastern Telegraph Con- 
| pany by which landing rights will be 
| given for the cable to St. Vincent, one of 
' the conditions of which is the laying of « 
cable from Ascension to Sierra Leone. 
|The Eastern Telegraph Company has 
|entered into an agreement with the 
Colonies of West and South Australia and 
Tasmania to construct with all con- 
venient speed the line from Durban to 
Mauritius, Rodrigues, Cocos, and Fre- 
| mantle in West Australia, and thence to 
Glenelgin, South Australia, as soon as 
landing rights have been granted. Land- 
ing rights have been granted in Natal and 
in West and South Australia, and the 
company has been informed that Her 
Majesty’s Government are prepared to 
approve the granting of landing rights at 
Mauritius, Rodrigues, and Cocos, and will 


} 
if 


} 


of licence now under consideration has 


AZORES CABLE OFFICE. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 


| . . 
the Portuguese law of this year, granting 


to a British company landing rights for 
the new cables, continues to stipulate that 
all those employed at the office in the 


| Azores shall be Portuguese. 


Mr. BRODRICK : No copy of the law 


has yet been received, but Her Majesty’s 


| Minister at Lisbon will be asked to send 


one. 


ECCLESIASTICAL | COMMISSIONERS 
AND THE HORNING SCHOOL BOARD. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for West Salford, as 
representing the Ecclesiastical Commis- 


a meeting of the ratepayers of Horning 
has by a large majority resolved that the 
School Board shall continue in office, the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners will, as 
hitherto, allow that Board the use of the 
school and house. 
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Mr. TEES KNOWLES: The Eccle-| whether, as assessment committees 
siastical Commissioners, so far as they are | throughout the country (excepting in 
concerned, are, as stated in answer toa| London) are appointed by boards of 
question asked by the hon. Member on | guardians, he will recommend that no 
the 10th May,* prepared to allow the | such alteration of the law should be made 
building to continue to be used for the | by a private Act of Parliament applicable 
purposes of a school either by the present | to a particular local authority only, but 
authority or by any other duly constituted | only by a general Public Bill. 


board of managers under the control of j 
the Education Department. THE PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
/|GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuapuy, 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY—PONTY. | nN ——- os ane “ — 
POOL ROAD TIMEKEEPER’S OFFICE. | MCN? Doard repor. ee ene 
| Parliament on the Bill referred to in the 
Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : | question. As regards Clause 81, by which 
I beg to ask the President of the Board | jt is proposed to transfer to the town 
of Trade whether his attention has been council the appointment of the assessment 
called to the death of a workman near | committee, the Board stated in their 
the timekeeper’s office at Pontypool Road, | report that it appeared to them that any 
on the Great Western Railway, on 16th | alteration of the general law in regard to 
instant ; and whether, in view of | the subject matter of the clause should 
previous complaints as to the danger not be made by a Private Bill applicable 
consequent on the site of this office, he to a particular local authority only, 
will-use the powers which he possesses to | Clause 86 would only apply to buildings 
compel the company to remove it to; newly erected after the making of the 
another position, and so prevent further | yaluation list and before the making of 
accidents. 'the next rate; but the Board in their 
; ae |report submitted that the Committee 
THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | should be informed why the clause was 
oF TRADE (Mr. Rrrcuir, Croydon) : | considered necessary, having regard to 
Yes, Sir, I have received notice of a fatal | the provisions of the general law which 
accident to a goods guard at Pontypool | enable overseers to include new proper- 
Road on the 16th inst., and I have | ties in the valuation list and poor rate. I 
ordered an inquiry into the circumstances | adhere to the views which were expressed 
attending the accident. The Board of! in the report of the Board on these 
Trade have, however, no power to order | points. 
the removal of the timekeeper’s office, 
though I have no doubt that the railway | ee aT . 
company will do their best to give effect! wa Ret ey IN 
to the recommendation, if any, which} ., oo 
the inspector may think it necessary to CotoneL FOSTER (Lancashire, Lan- 
make as the result of the inquiry. easter): I beg 0 ask the First Commis- 
| sioner of Works if his attention has been 
‘called to the condition of the iron railings 
DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. | which enclose the National Memorial to 
Sir J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, the late Prince Consort in Kensington 
Stretford): I beg to ask the President | Gardens ; and, if he will take steps to 
of the Local Government Board whether | have them put in proper order. 
his attention has been called to Sections | 
81 and 86 of the Devonport Corporation| THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
Bill, which propose to transfer the appoint-| AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
ment of the assessment committee from | West Derby) (for Mr. AKERS DovuGLas): 
the Board of Guardians to the Town My right hon. friend is aware of the con- 
Council, the town clerk being the clerk | dition of the railings, and the question of 
to such committee, and to empower the | their repair will not be lost sight of. 
Corporation to appoint a valuer for the | 
purpose of valuing all classes of property | WATFORD POSTMEN’S 1 | 8CELS 
in the parish for assessment purposes, and , “ALLOWANCES. ve 
| Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
| W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 








* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxii., page 1254. 
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937 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he will explain why instead 


of restoring full parcels allowances to | 


men engaged at the Watford Post Office, 
as promised, only reduced allowances 
have been granted. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The postmen referred to at Wat- 


ford have received compensation caleu- | 


lated on their previous private earnings 
from carrying parcels at the same rate as 
was authorised for rural postmen gene- 
rally in 1883 when the Parcels Post was 
introduced. Precisely the same compen- 
sation was paid to these men as to all 
other rural postmen. 


THE ARMS ACT AND IRISH RIFLE 
CLUBS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): [ beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the Government 
will undertake that the provisions of the 
Arms Act shall not be used to prevent or 
discourge the formation of rifle clubs in 
Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is for the Lord 
Lieutenant, with the advice of the Privy 
Council, to determine the conditions and 
regulations under which the carrying or 
having of arms cr ammunition may be 
authorised in districts proclaimed under 
the Peace Preservation Act of 1881. It 
is not proposed to interfere with the Lord 
Lieutenant in the exercise of his dis- 
cretion. 


POPULAR OUTBURSTS IN BELFAST. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N ): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can s¢e his way to 
increase the strength of the military force 
in the Victoria and other barracks in 
Belfast, in view of the excited state of the 
population in that town, and the inability 
of the constabulary to cope with any 
sudden outburst of popular feeling. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
5.): Is not the excitement caused by the 
telief of Mafeking, and shared by the 
population in all parts of the United 
Kingdom ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The necessity for 
such an increase is a question for the 
civil and military authorities on the spot. 
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{BLACKHEAD LIGHTHOUSE, COUNTY 
ANTRIM. 

CotonEL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
Trade what amount of progress has been 
made in regard to the erection of the 
new lighthouse at Blackhead, county 
Antrim, and what class of light it is pro- 
posed to place there. 


(Questions. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed by the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights that the 
Blackhead lighthouse tower and keepers’ 
dwellings are now some four feet above 
ground, and that the works are being 
proceeded with as rapidly as possible. 
The light is to be a first-class Hashing 
light, with the following characteristics : 
two flashes of 1} seconds duration every 
30 seconds, separated by an interval of 
14 seconds. 


LISDOONVARNA— PROSECUTIONS 
UNLER THE LICENSING ACT. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
if he can state the number of prosecutions 
unde the Licensing Act that have taken 
place in Lisdoonvarna for the past twelve 
months, and also the number of times the 
police failed to obtain a conviction, and a 
Return for the same period of the number 
of convictions for drunkenness, 


ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
(Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): During the twelve months 
ended 30th ultimo, there were twenty- 
seven prosecutions in Lisdoonvarna under 
the Licensing Acts other than prosecu- 
tions for drunkenness. In eleven of 
these cases the police failed to obtain 
convictions. During the same _ period 
there were ninety-three prosecutions for 
drunkenness, in all of which convictions 
were obtained. 


THE 
IRELAND 


PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East Clare, 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Department of Agriculture for Ireland 
whether any portion of the grant to 
develop Irish fisheries is to be spent in 
providing a ship to protect fishing boats 
trom steam trawlers ; and, if so, whether 
arrangements could be made to have a 
Government ship belonging to the Navy 
to do this work, in view of the limited 
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amount of the grant at the disposal of 


the Agriculture Department. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE DE- 
PARTMENT or AGRICULTURE For 
IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKErtT, Dublin Co., 
S.): The cost of protecting the Irish 
fisheries from the depredations of trawlers 
must be defrayed out of the funds at the 
disposal of the Department for fishery 
purposes. The Admiralty have decided 
not to undertake this work. 


CAHERRUSH AND QUILTY 
FISHERIES. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for East Clare, I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for Ireland whether 


he has been approached by residents in | 
the County Clare on behalf of the fisher- 


men of Caherrush and Quilty, who, it is 


alleged, are unable to pursue their calling | 


because the occupier of the only land 
over which their fish can be carried toa 
high road refuses to allow them to cross 
his field unless they sell their fish to him; 
and whether the Department intends to 
take any action in the matter with a view 
to remedying this state of affairs. 


Mr. PLUNKETT : Representations 
have been made to me to the effect stated 
in the first paragraph of the question, 
and have received my personal attention. 
The occupier of the land has recently 
been compelled to establish in a court of 
law his rights which were forcibly invaded 
by the fishermen, and under the circum- 
stances I am afraid the Department could 
not at present intervene with advantage ; 
but if the mediation of the Department 
were invited by both parties I would 
gladly do what I could to promote a 
settlement. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give the 


name of the person by whom the land is 
held ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I will give it pri- 
vately. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is it the 


notorious Mr. Morrony ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is an extremely irregular question, as the 
hon. Member must know. 


{COMMONS} 
















Questions. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I apologise. 


I will give notice of a question. 


KILLEDYSERT CREEK. 

CapTrain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for county Clare [ beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for Ireland whether 
he has received from the Rural District 
Council of Killedysert, county Clare, an 
application for the widening and deepen- 
ing of Killedysert Creek; and what 
steps, if any, the Department proposes to 
take in the matter. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The application re- 
ferred to has been received, and will be 
fully considered. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE—CLARE y, 
REID. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of Clare 
v. Reid, in -vhich decree was given for 
sale of a farm toa tenant at the auction 
price ; whether he is aware, that this farm 
was subsequently purchaséd by the land- 
lord at a price fixed by the Land Com- 
mission below the auction price, and 
whether, seeing that such cases are of 
frequent occurrence, he can see his way to 
recommend such amendment of the Irish 
Land Laws as will prevent such sales at 


‘less than the auction prices. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The Land Law (Ireland) Act, 
1881, which conferred the power of free 
sale of tenancies, specially provided that 
the landlord may purchase the tenancy 
for such sum as the Land Commission 
should fix as the true value thereof. My 
attention has not been drawn to the case 
specially referred to, which appears to be 
a case in point. Ido not propose to In- 
troduce legislation on the subject. 


NEWRY BOARD OF GUARDIANS— 
CASE OF JOHN HOGAN. 

Mr. MACALEESE : I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 

of Ireland will he consent to have laid 


upon the Table of the House a re 
port of the minutes of the Newry 
Board of Guardians of 27th Mareh, 
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1900, relating to the case of John | list of members of the Croom Rural Dis- 


Hogan, and of all correspondence between 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
and the clerk of the Newry Union, or the 


Board of Guardians of the Newry Union | 


relating thereto. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The matter 
to which the hon. Member refers is not 
of sufficient public importance to justify 


the documents in question being laid on | 
vw . | 
the Table of the House as a Parliamentary | 


Paper. 


DEATH OF CONSTABLE MURPHY AT | 
L ” 


URGAN. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Con- 
stable F. Murphy, of the Moira Police 
Station, died within the brief space of 
three hours after his admission on the 
10th of the same month to the Lurgan 
Hospital; will he explain on what 
grounds the deceased officer, who had 
been ill with bronchitis in the Moira 


Barracks for a period of three weeks, was | 


removed to the hospital, which was five 
Irish miles off, on a cold evening; and 
will he explain why no inquest was held, 
and will an investigation be ordered into 
the case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My right 
hon. friend the Attorney General replied 
very fully on the 26th March to a similar 
question put by the hon. Member for East 
Cavan.* 


CROOM UNION DISPENSARY DOCTOR. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
attention of the Local Government Board 
has been drawn to the fact that the wife 
of Dr. Hartigan, the medical officer to the 
Croom Union Dispensary, is a member of 
the Croom District Council and Board of 
Guardians, and whether that fact dis- 
qualifies her as a district councillor 
according to the disqualifying provisions 
of the Local Government Application of 
Enactments Order, 1898. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A person 
named Mrs. Hartigan appears on the | 


"See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth: | 
Series}, Vol. Ixxxi., page 327. 


| trict Council, but I am unable to say 
| whether she is the wife of the medical 
| officer of the dispensary district. The 
question as to alleged disqualification of 
| Mrs. Hartigan is a matter of law, depend- 
/ing on the construction of the Local 
Government Act, which any of the parties 
interested can have determined for them- 
selves in a proper manner, namely, in a 
court of law. Any legal opinion I might 
give would not be binding on any person. 


BELFAST LUNATIC ASYLUM — CASE 
OF ELIZA CLINGAN. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland with reference to the death of 
Eliza Clingan, an inmate of Belfast 
Lunatic Asylum, who in her lifetime was 
removed to the asylam from the Belfast 
workhouse, whether he is aware that the 
verdict of the coroner’s jury found that 
she had died from phthisis, and deplored 
the curtailment of the open-air space at 


| Purdysburn Asylum ; whether, in view of 


the fact that the cases of death in Eng- 
land from phthisis have been reduced 
owing to the open-air treatment, and con- 
sidering the finding of the jury, he will 
take into consideration the question as to 
the curtailment of the open-air space at 
Purdysburn Asylum, near Belfast. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It appears. 
that the woman referred to was trans- 
ferred on the 5th January, 1892, from the 


| Belfast workhouse to the lunatic asylum 


at Purdysburn. The verdict of the 
coroner’s jury is correctly stated. I 
understand that a small portion of the 
grounds of this asylum has been set aside 
tor the purpose of an infectious disease 
hospital, but the matter has not come 
before me officially. 


COMMISSION—SUGGESTED 

COMMITTEE. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
consent to appoint a Committee to inquire 
into the work of the Charity Commission, 


CHARITY 


‘and also to suggest such principles as 


should be applied to local authorities 
seeking to have control of local charities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 


| that there was a Departmental Committee 
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which sat on the Charity Commission in | 


1893 and a Select Committee to inquire 
into its constitution in 1894. 
think that under these circumstances any 
further inquiry is called for. 


NEW BILL. 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOT- 
LAND). 


Bill to amend the Law in regard to | 
the Education of the Blind in Scotland, | 
ordered to be brought in by Sir John | 


Stirling-Maxwell, Mr. James Campbell, 
Mr. Baird, Lord Balearres, and Mr. 
Tennant. 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Law in regard to the 
Education of the Blind in Scotland,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upoa 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
231.] : 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (ORDERS 
OF THE DAY). 

Ordered, That the proceedings on the 
‘Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill have 
precedence this day of the Notices of 
Motions and the other Orders of the Day. 
—(Mr Balfour.) 


‘CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Order for Committee read. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Instruction on 
the Paper in the name of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo—namely, ‘“ That it be 
an Instruction to the Committee that 


they have power to insert provisions in- 


the Bill securing the interests of the 
debenture-holdersand depositors ”—is out 
of order, because in so far as it proposes to 


insert provisions in the Bill securing the | 


interests of the debenture-holders and 


‘depositors that may be affected by the) 
operation of the Bill as it stands, Amend- | 
ments doing that will be in order ; but | 
| man was entirely mistaken in saying that 


any Amendment going beyond that, and 


altering the general position of the | 


-debenture-holders and depositors, under 
the principal Act, would not be in order. 


{COMMONS} 


|interests of 
| depositors ? 


(Ireland) Bill. 944 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Am I to 
understand I shall be at liberty to move 


I do not | in Committee, by way of new clauses or 


Amendments, provisions securing the 


debenture - holders and 


_ *Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, in so far as they 
'are affected by the scheme of the Bill 
| itself. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. DILLON said the first Amend- 
ment on the Paper was merely a drafting 
Amendment. It seemed to him doubtful 
what were the societies which came under 
the provisions of the Act of 1843, but he 
would not press the Amendment if the 
Attorney General did not think it 
necessary. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I have no doubt that it is um- 
necessary. 


Mr. DILLON : I do not move it, then. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said it appeared to him that the ob- 
ject of this Bill was to legalise an illegality. 
It would make legal certain transactions 
and enable certain persons to be sued in 
petty sessions. He did not object to 
that. What he did want to secure was 
that the societies should not be able to 
pursue the proceedings in the Superior 
Courts. He himself, as the right hon. 
Gentleman knew, would like another 
Court to be substituted under this Act. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out the 
words ‘in any court.’ ”-—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Question proposed : ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said the hon. Gentle- 


this was an Act for legalising illegal 
action. A promissory note without a 
stamp on it might be enforced in any 
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court of law under the 24th section of the 
statute, and the decision of the Superior 
Court was that in any case where all the 
requirements regulating the proceedings 
of these societies were not observed, they 
were not entitled to enjoy one of the 
privileges, so that they should not be 
required to put a stamp on the note. The 
Bill said that these notes “shall not be 
invalid or incapable of being enforced in 
any court, or liable to stamp duty, by 
reason of any of the matters following.” 
To insert in the Bill that societies could 
not sue in any other court would bring 
about most absurd results. He did not 
think it had been proved that it was 
desirable to leave out the words the hon. 
Gentleman objected to. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he ac- 
cepted the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON moved to leave out 
sub-section (+) of Clause 1, which pro- 
vides 

“The said note having been given as a 
renewal, in whole or in part, of, or in sub- 
stitution for, any promissory note theretofore 
made by the borrower, or any person on his 
behalf, to the treasurer or secretary of such 
society. 

He said this was a very peculiar clause. 
It was really the most important clause 
of the whole Bill. The purpose of the 
Clause might be described in very few 
words. The officers of the societies 
who were under the control, or nominally 
under the control, of a central board in 
Dublin, had for a long series of years— 
indeed, ever since the passing of the Act 
of 1843, and the Report of the Com- 
mittee of 1855—persisted, in spite of 
repeated warnings, in defying all the 
provisions of the law, and the provisions 
laid down for their guidance by the 
Dublin board. This was not a course 
adopted by the officers in ignorance, and 
it was not a novel course. The influential 
Committee which reported in 1855 
pointed out the irregularity of the course 
now complained of, and all the troubles 
which had induced the Government to 
produce the present Bill had arisen 
through the misconduct of these officers. 
The sub-section which he proposed to 
omit raised the whole question of re- 
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newals, and what they had to inquire: 
into was the justice of such a provision 
as this—whether by the system of re- 
newals, admittedly illegal and irregular, 
injustice was done to _ borrowers. 
He held that a great injustice had been 
done to borrowers, and if this subsection 
was passed without safeguards it might 
be the means of increasing that injustice, 
and also the means of protecting the 
officers from the consequences of their 
own misconduct. The question of renewals. 
was a very important one, and it was 
dealt with very forcibly in the Report of 
the Committee of 1896. That Committee, 
which was appointed at the request of 
the Loans Fund Board itself by the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, found in the course 
of its investigations that there had been 
the most appalling abuse and corruption 
and injustice to the unfortunate borrowers: 
of these so-called charity loan funds, and 
the Committee unanimously submitted a 
set of recommendations which had been 
absolutely ignored in this measure. The 
hon. Gentleman directed attention to. 
paragraph 4, on page 20, of the Report of 
the Committee of 1896, which he said 
went to show that Section 24 of the Act 
of 1843—an important clause, which was 
put in for the protection of borrowers— 
had been set at defiance for fifty years. 
The purpose of the Act was that the 
borrowers should pay as a maximum £8 
per annum, but by this renewal system 
the wretched unfortunate borrowers had 
been compelled, by a flagrant breach of 
the law, to pay in many cases £25 16s, 5d. 
per annum on their loans. What was it 
the Government proposed to do? These 
ofticials carried this system on, knowing 
they were acting illegally, and defied the 
Board of Control in Dublin, who had no 
proper and adequate powers to enforce 
the law. The Government now came 
forward to iegislate not for the purpose 
of carrying out the recommendations of 
this Committee, or of giving the Board 
of Control the powers for which they 
had again and again asked in order that 
they might regularise the proceedings 
and make the charitable loans a benefit 
instead of a curse to the people, but they 
came forward for the purpose of releasing 
and relieving these officials and societies 
from the effect of their own irregularities. 
This Report pointed out that this system 
also had the effect of bringing the unfor- 
tunate borrower with his sureties into the 
Loan Fund oftice frequently, when he had 
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to lose a whole day, and _ generally | tion of renewals—the allusions to the 


a considerable sum of money also. 
Paragraph 240 referred to a system which 
was found to prevail in some of the Loans 
Fund offices, where the clerks themselves 
or their friends stood in the office and 
handed men who were coming in to get 
renewal bills a £10 note or whatever was 
necessary to pay off the loan, whereupon 
the borrower went to the desk, gota fresh 
loan, and paid the money back to this 
person in the office. It was, of course, a 
cloak for an evasion of the law, in order 
to carry on the system of renewal. This 
Report was made in 1896, and one would 
have thought that by now the Govern- 
ment would have come forward with a 
‘comprehensive scheme which would give 
powers somewhat similar to those con- 
tained in this sub-section for the recovery 
-of what was equitably due on these bills 
or promissory notes, and at the same time 
introduce provisions protecting the public 
from depredations of this kind in future, 
and as far as possible protect the property 
of the unfortunate depositors and deben- 
ture-holders from the loss which must 
occur even if this Bill passed exactly 
.as it stood. A question was put 
in this House in the spring of 1897, in 
which the Attorney General was asked 
whether his attention had been directed 
to the abuses disclosed by the Report of 
this Committee, and whether the Govern- 
ment intended to introduce any legislation 
on the subject. The reply was that the 
Report was receiving the careful con- 
sideration of the Government, and that 
they hoped soon to introduced a Bill for 
regulating the proceedings of the Loans 
Fund societies and providing a more 
effective control. Two Bills had been 
introduced since then in addition to 
the present measure, but not a single 
proposal had come from the Govern- 
ment in fulfilment of that answer of 
the Attorney General. The Govern- 
ment had deliberately abstained from 
making any proposal having for its object 
the protection of the public in the future 
against these abuses. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman the other day when the 
Government intended to bring in such a 
Bill, and was told that the subject was so 
difficult and complicated that he could 
not be given even so much as a 
hint when it would be possible to 
legislate for the better management of 
these societies. He would now refer to 


.the next step in the history of this ques- 
| 


ah’, Dillon. 





system in the extraordinary letter pub- 
lished in the Dublin daily papers on the 
19th June, 1899, and written by Mr. 
Young when he resigned his post as in- 
spector under the Loans Funds of Ireland, 
Mr. Young had been inspector for seven 
or eight years, and it was on his urgent 
and repeated reports that the Committee 
of 1896 wasappointed. That Committee 
more than confirmed all that had been 
alleged by Mr. Young in regard to the 
abuses prevalent in the system, and Mr, 
Young proceeded to endeavour to get the 
views of the Committee carried into effect, 
These renewals had been denounced as 
illegal ; it had been shown that they had 
been the means of increasing by 50, 
60 or 80 per cent. the legal interest 
chargeable to the borrower; they had 
been remonstrated against, and this in- 
spector, after years of unavailing effort 
to check these abuses, resigned his 
position after he had been censured and 
treated as a nuisance in consequence of 
his endeavours to bring about reform. 
The Government now came forward with 
this proposal to relieve the officers from 
the results of their own misconduct. He 
urged that the House ought to be very 
cautious to see that no injustice was done 
and that ample safeguards were afforded to 
the unfortunate borrowers who required 
and deserved consideration as well as the 
depositors and debenture-holders. When 
he asked the other day what the Govern- 
ment proposed to do he was told thata 
body of rules had been issued embodying 
most of the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee of 1896. But nothing would be more 
absurd than to suppose that that was going 
to remedy the evil, as the Board them- 
selves had again and again stated that 
they had no adequate statutory powers 
to enforce their rules on the societies. 
It had also been stated that more than half 
the societies refuse to accept the rules, and 
therefore they might just as well be so 
much waste paper. He had received a 
deluge of letters from unfortunate inves- 
tors, and borrowers who had been over- 
charged in the most monstrous way. He 
was therefore as much interested for the 
one class as for the other. He pitied the 
unfortunate investors, who, _ believing 
they had Government security for their 
money—-— 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 1 
do not think this is relevant to the 
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Amendment the hon. Member desires to any excess demands which have been 
move. paid. Whether ultimately the debenture 
holders are compensated or not, it is 
Mr. DILLON: I was only going to desirable to make these existing securities 
say that in the action I am taking I do available. I suppose the hon. Member 
not appear as the advocate of either does not contend against that ? 
the borrower or the debenture-holder 
specially. I think both have suffered Mr. DILLON: Certainly not, so far 
dreadfully by these irregularities, and my as they are equitably due. 
object in debating the Bill is to show its we te 
insufficiency for the purpose which the Mr. ATKINSON : But that is not the 
Government profess to have in view, and Amendment of the hon. Gentleman. The 
to show that the interests both of the Amendment is to strike out the sub- 
borrower and of the debenture-holder are | section, thus enabling every man who has 
being sacrificed by these provisions. I borrowed money upon the renewal note to 


beg to move. refuse to pay a farthing of it. The 
hon. Member can scarcely contend that it 

Amendment proposed— lies in the mouth of the borrower to 
“To leave out Sub-section (4) of Clause 1.” %4Y> “Oh! because you have given money 
—(Mr. Dillon.) on a renewal note I will pay nothing.” 


According to the Report which he him- 
Question proposed, “That Sub-section self has quoted I can confidently say 
(i) stand part of the clause.” that 90 per cent. of the existing notes are 
renewals. How does the matter stand ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: I shall not follow The capital of these societies is £141,539, 
the hon. Gentleman in all the t»pics he and of that sum there is at the present 
has referred to. I have on more than) moment £125,869 outstanding on notes. 
one occasion endeavoured, but without , The average loan is only about £5. In 
success, to explain to him what this Bill| that set of circumstances, when that 
is, and that it does not affect many of the money has been raised from the deben- 
questions to which he has referred, and ture-holders—a class for whom the hon. 
that it does not prejudice in any way the Gentleman professes an extreme sym- 
prospects of any measure being intro- pathy—-are you by adopting this Amend- 
duced to reform the Loans Fund system | ment practically to say that 90 per cent. 
in Ireland or to secure the debenture- of these debtors may keep all that money 
holders’ rights. This Bill is introduced | in their pockets for ever? Or are you to 
simply to validate certain existing say to them as the Bill says, “ You must 
securities, and to secure that they shall repay what you have borrowed, plus legal 
be recovered on against the borrowers to interest, and if you have been charged 
the extent of such sum as is equitably due any excessive amount for interest or fines 
and nothing more. that amount will be credited to you” ? If 
the section validating the notes which 
Mr. DILLON: Then put it in the, have been given as renewals be struck 
Bill. out, the Bill might as well be torn up, as 
it would be perfectly useless. I resist 
Mr. ATKINSON: Therefore all the | this Amendment. It is misconceived ; it 
observations the hon. Gentleman has | ignores the real point of the matter. The 
made in reference to the excessive rates of | Bill affects only notes current on the Ist 
interest and the amounts demanded upon March, 1899, and it does nothing what- 
the occasions to which he aliudes are | ever to validate any future renewals. _ If 
really beside the point. The clause he | these people persist in taking renewal 
has criticised is really a clause later on in | notes hereafter, they will do it with their 
the Bill, which provides that if these | eyes open. 
securities are validated so that it is, 
possible to sue upon them, the amount| Mr. DILLON: They will expect 
recoverable should not be more than the | another Bill. 
amount equitably due. That clause pro- 
vides that the borrowers should pay the; Mr. ATKINSON: Then they will be 
original sum advanced, plus legal interest, | disappointed in that expectation. The 
and that deductions should be made for | hon. Member stated that the Board in 
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Dublin had no power of enforcing their 
rules on the societies ; but surely he must 
know that the way in which the Board 
can enforce their rules is to dissolve the 
society which will not accept them. The 
affairs of that society would then be 
wound up, and that is the only way to 
deal with it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 


he did not see why these people should | 


be called unfortunate borrowers, for he 
thought they were very fortunate in being 
able to borrow at all. Having got the 
money he did not see why they should 
not be made to pay it back. 
went back to the year 1877, when there 
was a proposal made by the Government 
in this matter, although they would give 
no promise upon the arrears question. 
At that time they all opposed the Bill be- 
cause it would ruin shopkeepers all over 
the country. Supposing those men, 
instead of getting their £10 from a bank, 
got £10 worth of goods from a shopkeeper, 
was there any reason why they should not 
pay forthem? He thought these societies 
were an anachronism. Instead of making a 
man pay off his £10 by suing the man on 
the spot, or his sureties, they said they 
would not sell him out of house and 
home, but they would lend him a bogus 
loan of £10 by way of paying off the 
original loan. He thought that was a 
had system, and it was illegal. It was, of 
course, done in kindness, and with the 
idea that they would not sell those people 
out of house and home. ‘These societies 
were started when banking was hardly 
known, and he knew the bankers had to 
go round to different people assuring 
them that their money would be all right 
if they put it into the banks. He agreed 
that some of the officers were too officious. 
He did not want the idea to get abroad 
that because a man had borrowed money 
which he wanted at the time, and was 
very glad to get, what was practically ¢ 
suecessful fraud on these loan societies 
should be permitted. It was argued that, 
because this form of loan had been gone 
through, the people should not be made to 
pay. If these people did not mean to 
pay they should not have borrowed. He 
thought this Bill had some element of 
risk in it, and it was to that extent an en- 
couragement to illegality. The question 
was, should the third parties be made to 
suffer ? He confessed that he regarded the 
Bill with some anxiety, for it was simply 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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an experiment. What they ought to do 
was to endeavour, later on in the clauses, 
to prevent excessive interest and fines from 
being charged. If the Government would 
put 3 per cent. interest in the Bill, and 
not allow any fines to be recovered, he 
thought they would have done very 
fairly. 


Mr. DILLON: The reason why J 
alluded to these people as the unfortunate 
borrowers was that, owing to this renewal 
system, they have been compelled in some 
cases to pay 20 per cent. for their money. 
If the hon. Member for North Louth went 
to a bank to-morrow, and had to pay 
20 per cent. interest, I should say that he 
was an unfortunate borrower. I have no 
desire to aid any man in avoiding the 


| payment of a just debt, but what I do 


want to make clear is that in the anxiety 
of the Government to look after the 
interests of the debenture-holders and 
depositors it would be most unfair to 
forget altogether the case of the bor- 
rowers. The Attorney General refuses 
this, on the ground that it will encourage 
dishonesty and enable these men to make 
away with their goods.’ I desire to 
inform the Attorney General that I have 
been urging upon the Government for the 
last two years the necessity of passing a 
Bill of this description, but it should not 
be a Bill to aid men who have permitted 
this evil which it is now proposed to 
remove. The hon. Member for North 
Louth cannot have read the Report on this 
subject, because Paragraph 59 says that, 
whatever may have been the case in the 
early days of the loan, at the present 
time, in the majority of cases, the 
management, so far from being under 
local committees, has passed into the hands 
of men who are merely money-lenders, and 
who have taken advantage of this to open 
private offices. The system in vogue is 
practically the worst form of usury, and 
they have taken the very skin off the 
bones of some of the people in the con- 
stituencies of hon. Members whom I see 
opposite. The Report states that these 
loans have been issued with a recklessness 
which would soon have reduced any 
private money-lender to beggary. You 
are now going to increase these facilities. 
I am disposed to agree with the hon. 
Member for North Louth that my Amend- 
ment goes too far, but I find a difficulty in 
raising the point in any other shape. I 
do not want to let off any man from the 
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necessity and obligation of paying what| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

is due when he has borrowed it. By the 

very wording of their own Bill the) Mp, DILLON: In moving the omission 
Government prove clearly that they | of Sub-section (f), I desire to say that it 
realise the fact that gross injustice may | has been calculated that the discount 
be done. I wish to direct the attention | woyld amount to a rate of over £8 per 
of the Attorney General to Sub-section 5, | cent. What do the loan societies do ? 
Clause 2. The case made out against | At an early period of their history they 
me is that in all cases where I object to | proceeded to charge not £4, as provided 
these increased facilities I am conniving | by the Act, but £7 discount, and in spite 
atmen who have had this money refusing | of the warnings of the Committee which 
to pay it back. The sub-section I allude | gat in 1855, they persisted in charging a 
-— series of illegal fines. The result of their 
conduct was that for a long period, instead 
*Toe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! | of 8 percent., quite 20 per cent. has been 
This matter will arise later in the de-| charged. Observe what we are asked to 
bate. The only question now is that of |do. Here is an unfortunate borrower in 
renewals. Ireland who borrowed some ten, fifteen, 
twenty, and, in some cases, forty years 
Mr. DILLON: Then I will confine | 28% 2nd, owing to excessive interest, ille- 


“ ‘ ~ Attermay | Sally charged at a rate nearly double 
myself to that point. The Attorney what the Act allowed, and excessive fines 


General gave as a reason for Opposing | illegally imposed, the borrower may have 
my Amendment that no _ injustice | paid back the full legal interest and the 
would be done by this sub-section. I) principal of his loan, and now we are 
contend that a great injustice may he | asked to authorise the society to come 
done owing to this very illegality of | down upon him for the principal and 
whee: j Ry : | interest. 

excessive interest, and it may be found | 

that instead of owing money to the | 

society a man may have paid all his debt} Amendment proposed— 

, ave ¢. j ‘A MéE é Ss 4 ‘ ss 
and ne have paid more th vse due. “In page 2, line 1, to leave out Sub-section 
That is the reason why I object to this | (¢) of Clause 1.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
provision. However, 1 am not disposed | ~ 
to divide the Committee on this particular | 
Amendment, because I agree that it would | 
he better to endeavour to amend the Bill | 
by getting rid of the consideration for the | ite ; : 
borrower. I beg leave to withdraw my Mk. ATKINSON said that if this 
Amendment. | Proposal were agreed to there would 

scarcely be a single case in which the 
| borrower would not be able to show 
| that excessive interest had been charged. 
\ ‘ | If the loans were invalidated by reason of 
Mr. DILLON : I now move to leave | excessive interest then they would simply 
out Sub-section (¢); but I wish to post- | be making a present to the borrowers of 
pone what I desired to say on this subject | ahout £120,000. 
until the whole clause comes up. It is a 
subject of enormous importance, because 7 ‘f 
dick 5 importance, because | Serjeant HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
think I shall be able to show that owing : : ‘f 
iy ews NA Re My constituents in North Tyrone 
e system of excessive interest, the i ee rarer : 
a a : have been the principal sufferers from the 
trrowers have more than repaid the : ; ieti 
line bursting up of these loan societies, and I 
have a sheaf of letters which I am not 
going to trouble the Committee with, 
written by labourers and small farmers, 
“In page 1, line 20, to leave out Sub-section | 2nd by people who had scraped together 
(e) of Clause 1.”—(Mr. Dillon.) a few pounds and invested them in these 
es loan societies in debentures at 5 per cent. 
xt} is 7 1 , : ° 
Question proposed, ‘ That Sub-section | The writers of these letters appeal to me 
() stand part of the clause.” to do anything I can to rescue them from 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourra Serres.] 2N 





Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 
(f) stand part of the clause.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 











955 Charitable Louns 


the ruin which is staring them in the face. 
Bearing that in mind, of course, I approach 
the consideration of this Bill with every 
anxiety not to obstruct but to promote 
the objects of the Government, and I 
think, in dealing with the Bill, we ought 
to bear in mind what the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
(teneral has said, that it is really only a 
provisional measure, and that’ the passing 
of this Bill will not prevent legislation 
being afterwards initiated either by this 
or some other Government, in order to 
repair the mischief which has been done 
to the depositors and to the debenture 
holders in what I cannot help saying was 
very gross neglect in some quarter or 
another. 

THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The right hon. Gentleman is not entitled to 
diseuss the Bill as a whole, and he must 
confine himself to the particular Amend- 
ment now before the Committee. 


SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I was en- 
deavouring to do so. I regard this as a 
provisional measure only applying to 
existing circumstances, and not dealing 
with future transactions or countenancing 
the irregularities which have been 
attended with such calamities. I think it 
is quite right to retain this Sub-section (/), 
because the effect of having exceeded the 
statutable limit of interest would be just 
like the effect of its being renewed, and 
would be a ground for defeating any pro- 
ceedings that might be taken against the 
holders of these promissory notes. This sub- 
section stands in the same position as Sub- 
sections () and (c), which Amendments the 
hon. Member has withdrawn. I hope 
the hon. Member for East Mayo will 
withdraw this Amendment, for it is only 
right that these borrowers should be 
chargeable with the legal rate of interest, 
and I think the proviso at the end of this 
clause meets the objections that have 
heen put forward by the hon. Member. 
As I read this section, you could recover 
notwithstanding those legal defects and 
the departure from the statute, and having 
sureties who were borrowers themselves. 
Notwithstanding having charged an exces- 
sive interest, I think you can recover, but 
you can only charge the debtor with what 
he got in hard cash and with legal inte- 
rest. It occurs to me that we might very 
well add another section, because there 
are cases in which more than £10 was 


Serjeant Hemphill. 
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| originally lent, and if more than £10 was 
| borrowed that would be in contravention 
of the Loans Act, and I would suggest 
‘that to meet such a case an Amend- 
/ment should be drafted in the following 
| terms—— 


THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! We 
have not disposed of Sub-section (f ) yet, 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N,) 
said that although he agreed with a good 
deal of what the hon. Member for East 
| Mayo had said, still he thought that the 
Amendment might do harm to the people 
who ought most to be protected—namely, 
the debenture-holders. They were men 
in a low class of life, such as railway 
guards, and they had saved up their 
money and invested it in these loans, 
which they thought were under Govern- 
ment security. They now found, how- 
ever, that they could not recover all the 
money they had saved for their old age. 
If the Amendment were accepted it 
would do harm to the Bill, which he 
regarded as an honest endeavour on the 
part of the Attorney General to obtain 
some redress for the deventure-holders. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
said that all the Amendment proposed 
to do was to safeguard the unfortunate 
borrowers from the excessive interest 
from which they had suffered in the 
past. He, himself, had known cases 
where 33 per cent. was charged. They 
desired that the debenture-holders should 
get their money, but they desired also 
that the interest to be charged to the 
borrowers should be at a small rate. 
The Government ought to be generous 
in the matter. They gave their wi- 
primutur to these societies, and money 
was deposited on the understanding that 
the Government had an inspector over 
the fund and was responsible for its 
stability. He thought the Government 
ought to step forward now and reduce 
the interest to the very lowest figure. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL said that in 
order to show the terrible injustice that 
had been inflicted not only on debenture- 
holders but also on borrowers, he would 
quote paragraph 147 of the Report issued 
in 1897. That paragraph stated— 


“From the statements of borrowers who have 
appeared before us, from the replies we have re 
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admissions of the officials we have examined, 
and from the evidence of borrowers we can come 


yoor persons have been victims of a system 
which has kept them permanently in debt 
owing to the high rate of the charges over a 
long period of years.” 


The: debenture-holders were a most de- 
serving class, who had invested the savings 
of a lifetime in an investment which 
they believed was secured by the Govern- 
ment, and as for the borrowers their debt 
in many cases has been paid several times 
over. If the Attorney General would 
only bring in a Bill to the effeet—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 

is not discussing the Amendment before 
the Committee. He is now discussing 
some future possible Bill. 


Mr. SWIFT MacN¥ILL said his hon. 
friend had no idea of pressing the Amend- 
ment. [It was framed in order that the 
question might be discussed in_ its 
general aspect, and he thought that pro- 
vision should be made that every illegal 
fine charged should be deducted from the 
original debt. 


Mr. DILLON said that the condition 
of things which the Attorney General 
confessed prevailed in Ireland was per- 
fectly astounding. The particular pro- 
vision under discussion would legalise 
that state of affairs, because it would cure 
the informality and would not prevent 
the recovery of a loan, although owing to 
the illegal interest and fines which had 
been charged it had been twice repaid. 
He would, however, withdraw the Amend- 
ment, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL - said he 
proposed to insert another sub-section 
—“The loan being in the first in- 
stance for a sum exceeding £10 in con- 
itravention of Section 24 of the principal 
Act.” That section provided that it 
should not be lawful for any society to 
make any loan exceeding £10. The sub- 
section would meet cases where borrowers | 
obtained more than £10, and who would | 
otherwise escape. 


Amendment proposed— 
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ceived from the circulars we issued, from the ' 


| 


to no other conclusion than that thousands of | 
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sum exceeding £10 in contravention of Sec- 
tion 24 of the principal Act.’”—(Serjeunt 
Hemphill.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 
Mr. 


WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 


_N.) said it might be well if the Attorney 
‘General would see his way to putin a 


sub-section covering all breaches of the 
provisions of the principal Act. That 
would strengthen his hands, because a 
combination of circumstances might arise 
to which neither of the existing sub- 
sections would apply. A drag-net clause 
such as he suggested would cover any 
possible state of affairs. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he could not 
possibly accept a general clause of that 
kind. He would be prepared to accept 
the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but would suggest that it should 
precede Sub-section (/). 


Mr. DILLON said that the hon. 
Member for North Antrim in his zeal 
thought the Bill did not extend far 
enough. The Government started a 
system of charitable loans in Ireland. 


| An elaborate Act was passed through the 


House to guide and direct the operations 
of the societies; a body was set up in 
Dublin to supervise the officials ; and now, 
after a period of forty years, the hon. 
Member for North Antrim thought that 
the proper course was to provide a drag- 
net clause to cover all breaches of the 
law, in order that the officials who had 


‘robbed and plundered the unfortunate 


people might be set free from the conse- 
quences of their irregularities. His com- 
plaint was that there was nothing in the 
Bill to reform the system. If the Bill 
would save the debenture-holders who 
had deposited their money, criticism would 
be disarmed, but it would not save them, 
because they would lose half their invest- 


; ments if the Government did not come to 


the rescue, and they would lose entirely 
through the misconduct of clerks who 
were now to be whitewashed by the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, after ‘ charged,’ to insert, 


“To insert as a new sub-section—‘(g) the | ‘and illegal fines and charges exacted, inthud- 
loan having been in the first instance for a 


{ 


ing sums charged for petty sessions, stamps, or 
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summonses that were 
Swift MacNeill.) 


not issued.’ ”°—(Mr. 


Question proposed : “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said he would meet 
the hon. Gentleman by providing in the 
Bil] that the expression “fines” should 
include any sum charged for stamps, or 
fees in connection with summonses. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he was 
much obliged to the right hon. Gentleman, 
but the words would hardly cover money 
paid under bogus summonses —namely, 
documents which appeared to be but were 
not summonses. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he would meet 
that by adding after summonses “or 
documents purporting to be summonses.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN : The latter part of 
the next Amendment, standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
ought to be taken as a separate clause. 
As to the first part, I do not quite follow 
what the words “such an account ” refer 
to. No account is mentioned in the first 
clause. 


Mr. DILLON the clause 
drafted on the supposition that, in order 
to arrive at the proper sum, an account 
should he taken. In moving the first 
part of the Amendment, he understood 
the position to be as follows. After the 
‘Bill was passed into law, the officials of 
the society would furnish a man who had 
signed a note with an account, but that 
account only went back six years. That 
lre contended would inflict very grievous 
injustice. ‘Take the case of a man who 
had borrowed £10 twenty years ago, and 
was charged from 20 per cent. to 30 per 
cent. for his loan, although the law only 
gave power to the society to charge 8 per 
cent. If that man had paid 20 per cent. 
on that loan for ten or fifteen years it was 
manifest that he had paid full legal inte- 
rest as well as the loan itself. Were they 
to he told that these unfortunate bor- 
rowers who, as could be shown by the 
books of the society if they had not been 


said was 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill. 


fraudulently destroyed, had paid back the 
whole of their loan and the full legal inte- 
rest, and very often a great deal more, 
were now to be charged the whole amount 
of the loan again, merely because the 
transaction went back more than six 
years? What argument was there in 
favour of going back six years and no 
more, when a transaction extending over 
twenty years could be traced if the books 
of the society were honestly and fairly 
kept ? Why should a borrower be de- 
prived of the advantage of his payments ? 
The object of his Amendment was, that if 
the Court found, on the one hand, that 
there were suspicious circumstances con- 
nected with the operations of the society, 
they might order an inquiry to extend 
back ten or twenty years, and if 
they found that the books had been 
falsified or destroyed, then a grave case of 
suspicion would arise, and he maintained 
that it should be left to the discretion of 
the Court to act equitably in the matter. 
If some provision of that character were 
not inserted there would be a likelihood 
of the most grievous injustice being 
done. When he referred to the falsifi- 
cation of the books he was not speaking 
without authority, because it had been 
for many years a widely prevalent custom 
for these societies to make false entries. 
Interesting evidence on that point was 
given by Dr. Richard Hart, who was one 
of the best inspectors under the Act, and 
a man of high literary culture, who 
effected very considerable reforms in the 
whole system of charitable loans. Speak- 
ing of the state of the books of the 
societies, he said that the books had been 
fraudently kept by clerks in the interests 
of themselves and their friends. Then he 
was asked whether in the year after the 
famine a great deal of money was not 
lost, and he said “ Yes.” Asked whether 
that was not due to the inability of the 
people to meet their engagements, he 
said: “It was; but I think also advan- 
tage was taken by fraudulent clerks who 
embezzled the money and endeavoured 
to get out of the charge of embezzlement 
by falsifying the accounts of the borrow- 
ers.” That wasa very serious position, and 
yet there was nothing in the Bill to protect 
unfortunate borrowers. The Amendment 
would allow an account to be taken if the 
books were honestly kept, and if the 
books had been fraudulently kept or 
destroyed it would give the Court discre- 
tion to act equitably. 
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#THe CHAIRMAN: The Amendment | probably forego the account altogether, 
must be altered by the insertion of the allowing the borrower to walk away with 
words “as hereinafter provided.” the money in his pocket. The complica- 
tion increased almost in geometrical pro- 
portion for every year the account went 
back, and it woulda be found quite impos- 
a page wag “ge rng Shear sible to go back more than six years. The 
1 rds yi Ss x 
oo pate to obtain such an prt hon. _Member for East May “a suggested 
as hereinafter provided, such sums as may | that in the event of its being impossible 
under all the eireumstances appear to the Court | to take an account because the books were 
qquitable.’”—(.Mr. Dillon.) not forthcoming the tribunal should have 
: the power to fix any sum _ they 
Question proposed, “ That those words thought equitable. But the tribunal 
be there inserted.’ had no material on which to base a calcu- 
lation ; and how could they possibly arrive 
Mr. ATKINSON said that he had/at a conclusion that would not be an 
endeavoured to arrive at an equitable | absurd and wild conjecture ? If they were 
solution of the difficulty. It should be | to endeavour to recover these sums and 
remembered that everything that was} prevent the debenture - hoiders from 
done in favour of the borrower was losing their money they should fix a prac- 
against the debenture-halder, and every- | tical limit. 
thing that was done in favour of the 
debenture - holder was against the' Mr. T. M. HEALY said that what he 
borrower, and under such circumstances | hoped was that after the passage of the 
they had been obliged to strike on the | Bill very few cases would come into court 
best and fairest mode of preserving the at all, and that therefore the number of 
rights of both parties and doing justice to | cases to be provided for by litigation 
them. The hon. Member for East Mayo | would be very few. There was, however, 
again and again talked as if it were the | something in the contention of the hon. 
easiest thing in the world to obtain the Gentleman for Kast Mayo, but he thought 
materials for taking an account back thirty | the proposal was too wide. Would it be 
or forty years, and that the Government, | possible to provide that where an ex- 
in a spirit of perversity, had fixed a period | orbitant demand was made on the debtor 
of six years. He had taken the utmost a substantial sum for costs should be 
trouble to ascertain the position of the | granted to the defendant? It should be 
societies, and he was assured by persons | remembered that they were dealing with 
ina position to know that materials did a very humble and ignorant class of men, 
not exist for carrying the accounts back | who were naturally afraid of the cost of 
more than six years, in the vast legal process. There might be some 
majority of cases. He would assume for little spirit of triumph and some little 
amoment that the Castle Board behaved | spirit of vengeance on the part of the 
not only neglectfully but iniquitously ; but | societies in bringing these wretched bor- 
how would that justify a borrower in| rowers up to the scratch and compelling 
refusing to pay a loan? He should have them to pay. He was quite in favour of 
been glad if the material existed to carry | the Bill, but it should be remembered 
the accounts back for twenty years; but} that human nature was human nature, 
that did not exist, and for that reason six | and that the Bill dealt with the poor 
years was suggested as a fair and reason-| ignorant class on the one hand, and 
able time. The hon. Member for East | with societies on the other, who might 
Mayo appeared to consider that to go/ regard the Bill asa triumph. He would 
back in these cases for twenty years | ask the Government, therefore, whether 
would be a simple matter. The loans| they would not provide that where a 
were, as arule, for £5, and he ventured to | demand of an unreasonable kind was made 
say that no accountant in Ireland would | upon a borrower the whole cost of taking 
undertake to prepare such an account| the account should, as a matter of law, be 
going back for twenty years, calculating | borne by the complainant. 
interest charges, deductions, etc, for less | 
than a £20 fee. Nothing could be more) Mr. ATKINSON said he would en- 
difficult. If the society had to pay the deavour to introduce a clause to meet 
ost of such an investigation they would | that point. 






Amendment proposed— 
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Mr. DILLON said he would put a 


point to the Attorney General, who, after 
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(Ireland) Bill. 


' Mr. DILLON: Then I will not move 
my Amendment. 


careful inquiry and examination, had by | 


some curious process arrived at a six 
years limit. Suppose a case arose in which 
the hooks had been so badly kept that it 
was quite impossible to take the account 
back for six years. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the Bill 
provided that the treasurer of the society 
should prepare and provide an account, 
and if he did not do that an action could 
be taken. 


Mr. DILLON asked what was the 
remedy if it was found that there were 
not materials for the account. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the trea- 
surer would prepare and provide an 
account from the particulars available. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL said it was 
a matter of evidence. The plaintiff suing 
on the note would have to establish the 
amount due. The defendant would come 
forward to show what he had paid, and 
if the books were not there, so much the 
better for the defendant. He did not 
himself see that any advantage would be 
derived from giving a general roaming 
authority to whatever tribunals the case 
would come before. 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was pro- 
vided that the note should not be the 
security for its nominal face value, but 
only for that sum which was due to the 
society. The danger which the hon. 
Member for East Mayo saw was entirely 
imaginary. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Mr. DILLON: With regard to the 
Amendment standing in my name as to 
particulars of the account, do I under- 
stand the Attorney General to say that 
this account setting forth the particulars 
will be furnished to the defendant in 
time to be examined 4 


Mr. ATKINSON : Of course. It will 


be furnished with the writ of summons. 





The only power they had was to. dissolve 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL said that the 
foundation of the Act of 1843, by which 
| these loan societies were established, was 
that every note should be an original 
, transaction, and that no renewals were 
to count. But there was a whole series 
of renewals, amounting to £122,000 or 
£123,000. The Departmental Committee 
in 1896 showed in their Report that, not- 
withstanding the express prohibition of 
renewals, the majority of the cases inves- 
tigated were renewal loans, and that not 
more than 10 per cent. were first loans. He 
‘thought his Amendment was a reasonable 
: one, because the Government were directly 
‘responsible for the condition into which 
this question had fallen. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 17, to leave out from the 
word ‘note’ to the en of line 23, and insert 
the words ‘in cases wherein the note sued on 
is the last of a series of notes which have been 
given as renewals in whole or in part, or in 
substitution for any promissary note thereto- 
fore made by the borrower, vr any person on 
his behalf, the account shall be taken from the 
first transactidn between the parties.’ ”—(Mr. 
Swift MacNeill.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said the Amendment 
was entirely unnecessary, and might lead 
to enormous cost. It would be far better 
for the Government to pay the debtor 
three times the money he owed than to 


incur the cost of such a long research. 


Mr. DILLON thought the Government 
would have to make a present to some of 
the debenture-holders in the long run 
because they had allowed the system of 
irregularity to go on for forty years 
unchecked. He held that the Govern- 
ment were bound to bear the cost of the 
investigation, and if the investigation cost 
more than ihe amount due, that was 
because the Government were entirely 
responsible for the delay. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the Govern- 
ment had no power whatever to interfere 
between the loan societies and the Board. 
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the society, and to sue immediately for 
what was due. The result of that would 
have been most disastrous. 





*SerJEANT HEMPHILL said there 
was considerable difficulty about this 
Amendment, because he was very much 
afraid that if the account was carried back 


twenty or thirty years, the Bill, instead | 


of being a boon to the debenture-holders, 
would be a curse to them. He did not 
think his right hon. friend the Attorney 
General was altogether right in saying 
that the Government were absolved 
from responsibility in this case, because, 
by the Charitable Loans Act of 1543, 
the Lord Lieutenant had the power 
to remove the Board if it did not do its 
duty ; and Section 4 of the same Act 
made it the duty of the Board to inquire 
into the proceedings of all the loan socie- 
ties in order to ascertain whether their 
rules had been observed, and the funds 
applied to the purposes for which they 
were advanced. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON said the object of his 
next Amendment was to get an indepen- 
dent officer appointed to take the account ; 
and he wanted the Attorney General to 
give some explanation on the question of 
costs. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 32, after the word ‘defen- 
dant, to add the words, ‘ (6) If the Court is not 
satisfied as to the correctness of the account, 
it may order an account to be taken by an 
independent office, and the costs of such 
account shall be charged against the society 
or its officers, as to the Court may appear 
just.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 

Mr. ATKINSON said that under 
Clause 3 the costs would be petty 
sessions costs, which were very small 
indeed, and did not exceed 2s. for clerk’s 
fee, 3d. for summons, and 6d. for warrant, 
or 2s. 9d. altogether. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON said he wished to ask a 
word of explanation in regard to the 
taking of the account. The first step was 
that the treasurer should prepare and 
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| bench of magistrates nor a clerk of petty 
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provide an account, and that was to be the 
document on which the account was to be 
proved. Was the court to order a 
separate account in every case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the court 
did not take the account itself; it 
appointed someone to go through all the 
papers and vouchers, and ‘make the best 
account he could. 


Mr. DILLON said that that was a 
novel and somewhat dangerous procedure. 
Were these poor people to be sued simply 
on a calculation of what they owed ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that if the 
debtor asked for particulars he generally 
could get them, and then he could either 
admit or dispute them. 


Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL asked the 
Attorney General to say whether, if a 
petty sessions clerk was the treasurer of 
a society, he would be able to take the 
account of that society. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he could not 
conceive that a man would be appointed 
to look into his own accounts. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that not 
only petty sessions clerks but magistrates 
had sat on the bench deciding on 
questions in which they were personally 
interested. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that there was 
no principle more rigidly enforced than 
that a judge could not decide in a case 
in which he himself was interested. 


Mr. DILLON said that this was an 
extremely important point, The Govern- 
ment did not seem to be aware that in 
the 118th paragraph of the Departmental 
Committee’s Report it was stated that 
cases had come before them in which 
justices and‘clerks of petty sessions had 
adjudicated in cases in which they were 
interested. How on earth were these 
small borrowers to know the law? Ifa 
magistrate persisted in sitting on the 
bench in a case in which he was per- 
sonally interested, how were these poor 
people to get rid of him? The Bill should 
indicate that neither a member of the 
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sessions should take part in the adjudica- 
tion of a case in which they were in- 
terested in the society or its accounts. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said he was glad that 


there was one subject on which the hon. | 
Member for East Mayo had found it, 
possible to speak in favour of a remov- | 
No Act of Parliament | 


able magistrate. 
that could be possibly passed would make 


it more binding that a magistrate could | 
not sit and adjudicate on a case in which 


he was personally interested. There was 
no rule of law which was more rigidly 
enforced. 
litigant found a magistrate adjudicating 


in a case in which he was personally in- | 


terested, he had only to go to an enter- 
prising solicitor, and in a day or two he 
would find that that judgment was set 
aside with costs against the magistrate. 
In regard to the petty sessions clerk, if 
they had a pure bench it was wiser to 


leave it to the magistrate to select either | 


the petty sessions clerk, or some other 
person, to take the account, than to 


that work. He had no objection to 
the appointment of any qualified person 
to take the account other than the 
petty sessions clerk. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 3 amended, and agreed to. 


Clause 4: 


Mr. DILLON said this was a most 
dangerous clause. It was a clause which, 
in his judgment, would be precisely 
similar in operation to the clause allowing 
voluntary settlements under the Land 
Act. The societies’ clerks would go 
round and call upon borrowers, and they 
would say, “An Act has been passed 
through Parliament, and the new law will 
make you pay with costs. Now, I ama 
humane man, and if you drop this Bill 
and give new security on your holding I 
will give you 20 per cent. reduction.” 


He was sure that in innumerable cases | 
poor people who could not study an Act | 


of Parliament would comply with the 
proposal. Borrowers very often jumped 
at the offer of a reduction of 10, 15, or 
20 per cent., and a new instrument 


{COMMONS} 


If the hon. Gentleman or any | 
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|be binding on them even if they after- 
'wards found out that they had been 
‘swindled. Through ignorance of the new 
| law they would sign the new instrument 
| undertaking to pay. He should like to 
hear a word or two from the Attorney 
General as to whether he could see any 
plan by which that danger could be 
avoided. 


Mr. ATKINSON said this clase was 
for the very purpose of getting over the 
| difficulty trustees always had in coming to 
anarrangement. The clause was inserted 
in mercy to the people concerned. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked the Attorney 
General whether, in dealing with the ques- 
tion of costs, if a fair compromise was 
offered on one side or the other, there 
would be power to take that into con- 
sideration. The question of allowing a 
compromise seemed to be entirely in the 
hands of the loan society. He thought 
it would be fair to allow the bench some 


; little power of the kind he had indicated. 
prevent the magistrate by statute from | 
employing the petty sessions clerk to do 


Mr. DILLON said that what he com- 
plained of was that the clause was rather 
vague. Where were these fresh instru- 
ments to be executed, and where was the 
compromise to take place? He would 
‘respectfully suggest to the Attorney 
General that a clause should be intro- 
duced providing that the matter should 
be brought under the cognisance of the 
Court, so as to prevent borrowers from 
being trapped or intimidated. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he had already 
provided in Clause 2 power to extend the 
payment of instalments over a period of 
three years. He intended to introduce 
on the Report stage a provision with 
reference to costs. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he was in 
favour of this Bill, as it was a very great 
departure from ordinary practice. It 
was practically ex post facto legislation. 
He was disposed to say that the courts 
should have been more in the nature of 
equitable tribunals, and not strictly bound 
| by the ordinary law. He felt quite con- 
‘fident that both the Attorney General 
_and the Chief Secretary were anxious to 
do absolute justice in this matter. 


might be entered into by them which, | 


as he understood Clause 4, would 


Mr. Dillon. 


Clause agreed to. 
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Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be 
considered upon Monday next. 


IMPERIAL TELEGRAPHIC COM- 
MUNICATION. 


[RESOLUTION. } 
*Sirn EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 


In rising to call attention to our system 


of cable telegraphs and to move that it 


is desirable that an inquiry should be 
held into the commercial and strategic 
defects of our Imperial telegraphic com- 
munication, I trust it may not be neces- 
sary for me to make any appreciable 
demand upon the time and patience of 
the House. At any rate, I beg to assure 
hon. Members that the observations which 
it may be my duty to make will be con 
densed to the greatest possible degree 
consistently with placing the House in 
full possession of the broad outline of all 
those circumstances which, in the opinion 
of hon. Members on both sides of the 
House, representing practically the whole 
of the mercantile, shipping, manufactur- 
ing, and industrial enterprises of the 
Empire, justify us in the course we are 
pursuing to-night. These facts, to which 
I shall presently refer, have had a lurid 
light thrown them by the recent repeated 
failures that have occurred in the trans- 
mission of messages to and from 
South Africa, just at the very juncture 
when the efficiency of the cables 
and complete freedom from interruption 
were matters of such vital importance to 
the nation. I think we may take it that 
the importance of this question to our 
scattered Imperial fabric cannot be gain- 
said. The right of this House to criticise 
and overhaul the administration of the 
cable service, nominally exists, but in 
practice it has always proved illusory, 
because for some unexplained reason the 
particular vote appertaining to this tele- 
graph service has been year after year 
relegated to the extreme end of the 
session, when it has been either smuggled 
through or closured. The grievances 
under which we suffer are twofold in 
their nature. One is from the aspect of 


Imperial defence and strategic considera- 
tions. 





To that aspect I shall but very 
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briefly allude, because my right hone 
friend the Member for the Forest of Dean 
will, with his great knowledge of the 
subject, review the patent defects, and 


doubtless suggest right and _ proper 
remedies. The breakdown of the cables 


to the Cape has been a very frequent 
occurrence. I gather from the official 
Berne records that from the 31st October 
last to the 31st of January of this year 
—a period of ninety-two days—either 
one or the other of the cables has been 
interrupted for no less than a period 
of sixty-two days, or something like 
74 per cent. of the whole time. I 
think the associated companies have 
thus laid themselves open to the 
charge of neglect, to the charge of a 
dereliction of public requirements at the 
most critical hour of the country’s need. 
Moreover, there is a question of a breach, 
if not of the spirit, certainly of the letter ; 
of the very essential clause in the Con- 
vention under which subsidies are granted 
to these companies. That clause i3Clause 5, 
which runs as follows— 


“Payment of such subsidy should be 
conditional on telegraphic communication 
being in good working order and condition, so 
that messages may be transmitted by either 
route.” 


How has that condition been fulfilled ! In 
consequence of the interruption of the 
cable we were within an ace on one 
oceasion—within forty hours—of having 
a breakdown of both these cables. The 
House will remember the interruption 
which took place after the Jameson raid 
for days and days together. I do not 
know that I am _ propagating an idle 
fable, but I believe it is on record that no 
less a personage than the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary himself 
drove over to Winchester House in order 
to find out what was up. I should like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
remonstrances have been addressed to 
the company, and if he will undertake 
to state the nature of the reply. I fear 
it will be of only platonic interest because 
the wisdom of the Treasury has decreed 
that the cables may go being interrupted, 
either continuously or spasmodically, for 
five months and twenty-nine days and no 
penalty is to attach. I am aware that 


the associated companies have started a 
third cable from the Cape to England, 
but that cable rather sins against the 
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fundamental principle of an all-British 
cable. Most. hon. Members are aware 
that the East African cable was started 
during the Zulu war, now some twenty 
years ago, and although subsidies and sub- 
ventions granted to the companies during 
those twenty years have amounted to no 
less a sum than £3,700,000, the shares of 
one company alone coming to £1,368,000, 
yet not one single section except the 
least difficult—that from Mozambique to 
Zanzibar—has been duplicated in order 
to ensure rapidity and regularity of com- 
munication in time of military stress and 
the pressure of work resulting therefrom. 
The next grievance is of a commercial 
character. For some time back the earn- 
ings of the South African Company have 
very considerably exceeded the amount 
that the late Sir John Pender himself 
declared would constitute a remunerative 
revenue. In 1896 that amount was ex- 
ceeded by no less a sum than £120,000, 
and it has more or less maintained that 
figure. I think, therefore, I might con- 
tend that, if not spontaneously, if not 
automatically, if not upon grounds of 
generai equity or policy, if not out 
of consideration for the long-suffer- 
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ing and patience of their clients, 
then by all but absolutely nisi 


prius’ obligations they are bound to 
reduce their tariffs. I may be told that 


{COMMONS} 


they have announced a slight reduction | 


on the Cape cable, but that was owing ! 


very much to the salutary fear of outside 
competition, and the firm and uncom- 
promising attitude assumed by the Cape 
Government. In 1896 the Postmaster 
General at the Cape, in reply to appli- 
cations for further subsidies in connection 
with the laying of this thire cable, stated 
to Her Majesty’s Government that the 
gross annual receipt of £180,000 in 
respect of the traffic circulated by the 
Eastern and Western routes was con- 
sidered by the late Sir John Pender to be 
a fairly paying revenue. And then again, 
Sir Gordon Sprigg, who I believe was 
Prime Minister at the time, also in reply 
to a demand for further subsidies, tele- 
graphs to the Agent General that the 
present traffic warranted a third cable on 
basis of revenue as laid down by Sir John 
Pender, and that the South African con- 
tributories would not entertain question 
of increase without satisfactory guarantee 
in regard to reduced rates, and that the 
monopolist company must make conces- 
sions to meet legitimate public require- 
Sir Edward Sassoon, 
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ments. What is the position of these 
companies in regard to the taxpayers of 
this country? The position I take it to 
be this. Differentsums of money have been 
votedannually tothem in whichthe Eastern 
Telegraph Company is financially very 
largely interested, in return for the com- 
panies executing their part of the con. 
tract. That is to say, the companies were 
to receive messages, transmit them with 
rapidity and despatch, and, above all, to 
see that their agencies and their means of 
transmission were kept in perfect work- 
ing order. These moneys were thus 
voted for a definite and specitic object. | 
ask whether it ever occurred to the 
officials who negotiated this instrument 
that the companies taking advantage of 
their position, of the material assistance 
and the moral protection vouchsafed to 
them by Her Majesty’s Government, 
would set about expropriating owners of 
land lines throughout Europe and Asia, 
absorbing competing companies, and 
generally employing all their position and 
influence thus given to them in order to 
strangle and thwart competition and to 
maintain exorbitantly high tariffs? I 
maintain that if these officials did foresee 
this eventuality and did not guard against 
it as these contingencies are guarded 
against and provided for in almost every 
railway contract in this country, they 
were singularly neglectful of the public 
weal. If they did not foresee it, it only 
shows how necessary it is that in all 
transactions of that kind in future 
Parliament, and Parliament alone, should 
be the arbiter in the last resort. 
My hon. friends and myself have 
been subjected toa great deal of odium 
and obloquy in championing this cause. 
It has been freely stated that we are 
spoliators, that we desire to invade the 
sanctity of private right enjoyed under 
the wgis of the law. repudiate with all 
the vehemence I can command that im- 
putation. It is superfluous to suggest 
that we could not even if we would. Not 
even Parliament, with all its supreme 
power and influence, could so much as 
touch those rights unless the binding 
effect of the statute were abrogated, or 
the judges of the land suppressed. But 
the doctrine that where the conduct of 
a private enterprise subserving large 
public interests is concerned public con- 
siderations must prevail, and even vested 
interests, where their setting aside does 
not involve a breach of public faith, 
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should give way to imperative considera- 
tions of public utility and Imperial con- 
cern. That doctrine has never been more 
strongly enunciated or more admirably 
illustrated than in the excellent despatch 
issued from the Colonial Office in July of 
last year, and by that doctrine we are per- 
dectly prepared to abide. But it may not 
be irrelevant to inquire whether the 
public have no right or claim, whether 
they should have their heads driven 
through a noose with the rope in the 
hands of private companies for them to 
tighten or slacken at their own sweet 
will, I may be told that the obvious 
remedy for the inconvenience would be 
that of the State purchasing the cables. 
I should be perfectly prepared to argue 
for the advantages of that step when the 
time is ripe for it, but I do not think it 
is opportune now. In the meantime what 
is going to be done? These companies 
have by degrees impregnably entrenched 
themselves behind mountains of conven- 
tions and kopjes of joint-purse arrange- 
ments. As a shareholder and a business 
man I admire their astuteness, but as one 
of the telegraphic public, well, [ reserve my 
opinion. At any rate, these barbed wire 
entanglements have to be severed in one 
way or another. Where are the Parlia- 
mentary nippers which will effect the 
purpose * That is just what this inquiry 
for which we earnestly plead will give 
the clue to. The situation to which all 
the great business communities of the 
country have been reduced is fast 
assuming the dimensions of an egregious 
scandal, It seems surprising that when 
Her Majesty's Government decided to 
break new ground and to enter into com- 
petition with private companies, as in the 
case of the Pacific cable, no new policy 
should have been formulated, that some 
kind of continuity of agreement might be 
maintained and preserved. But the 
most extraordinary part of the whole 
matter is that the greatest delinquent 
of all appears to be the Indian 
Government, because, while their own 
delegate at the Buda Pesth Con- 
ference in 1896 made strenuous efforts 
to obtain a reduction of what was uni- 
versally considered to be a prohibitory 
rate, and while those efforts were signally 
defeated by the Eastern Telegraph Com- 
pany, by the admission of the Indian 
Government themselves, their own cable 
which runs from Kurachi to Bushire and 
Fao, and their land lines from Bushire 
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‘coffers of the 
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to Teheran were themselves thestumbling- 
block to this reduction of rates which 
their delegate recommended. So that in 
this year of grace we have this spectacle 
—and, to say the least of it, it is hardly 
respectable—of the Indian Government 
charging twelve times as much per word 
on their cable as is charged on identically 
the same length of cable between England 
and Gibraltar. How does the House 
think these important issues are decided 
at the conference? According to the 
cable mileage of each State represented ? 
Not a bit of it. Each State that goes to 
the conference has equal voting power, 
with the result that we who possess seven- 
eighths of the cables of the world — 
102,00C out of 136,000 miles of cable, 
and no less than 308,000 miles of land 
lines—have no greater authority in the 
conference than States of the calibre of 
Roumania, Venezuela, and Luxemburg,. 
possessing no cables at all and 
an insignificant proportion of land 


lines. Not a very brilliant sort of 
arrangement where the predominant 


partner is ludicrously outvoted, and whose 
influence is not greater than that of the 
pettiest of States. I ask what kind of 
joint-purse. arrangement it is that exists. 
To my uninitiated mind it seems about 
the most uncanny combination that ever 
germinated in the brain of man, because 
the effect of that joint purse arrange- 
ment is that it pours money into the 
Russian Government 
through the Indo-European line (which 
is really piedged to Russia), while it helps 
to reduce Australian rates by helping 
the Eastern Extension Telegraph Com- 
pany, while it brings grist to the mill of 
the associated companies, and while it 
makes pay over £12,000 or £13,000 
a year to the joint purse, more 
than it takes out of it, the very people: 
for the benefit of whom ostensibly this 
arrangement has been entered into—that 
is, the Indian people and the people 
having relations with India—are really 
left out in the cold. I have made 
several inquiries in connection with this 
privately, but I have no authority as 
showing why this is the case. I do not 
see the noble Lord the Secretary 
of State for India in his place, but 
no doubt the Secretary of the Treasury 
is fully armed and will be able to. 
inform us when that arrangement is 
determinable. I do not in the least attri- 
bute any blame to the noble Lord; I. 
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hereditas, has been handed on to him by 
former moulders of Indian telegraphic 
policy. But what we require and have a 
right to know is whether it is going to be 
immutable as the laws of the Medes and 
Persians. It is important to have an 
answer to that, so that the House may 
formulate a judgment upon this particular 
issue. I have alluded to the fact of the 
prosperous earnings of the Indian Tele- 
graph Department, but despite that and 
the fact that the Viceroy immediately on 
his arrival made the question of a reduc- 
tion of the telegraph rates one of the 
most conspicuous planks of his platform, 
and despite the further fact that the 
Eastern Telegraph Company had had 
proposals submitted to the Indian Council 
for not less than a whole year, yet there 
appears to be no balm in Gilead. I ask 
the House whether there is not some- 
thing rotten in the State of Denmark. 
The proposals to reduce the Indian rates 
appear for some reason to be hanging 
fire. Why, Ido not know; but what I 
do say is this—and I speak with the man- 
date of every Chamber of Commerce in 
thiscountry—thatno reduction would be at 
all satisfactory unless the rate was re- 
duced to 1s. per word. I believe myself 
that the extension of business that that re- 
duction would bring about would beso enor- 
mous, wide-spread and far-reaching, that 
it would recoup the company for any loss 
they might incur. I have always thought 
in a matter of this kind, where a man is 
hazarding an opinion which might be 
looked upon as somewhat visionary, one 
ought to have the courage of one’s 
opinions. Therefore, in order that we 
may not abnormally disturb the earning 
power of the associated companies, I 
would strongly urge upon Her Majesty’s 
(sovernmeut that they should assume a 
guarantee of one-third of any loss that 
might accrue to the companies from their 
action in reducing the rate to 1s. Let the 
Indian and the Home Governments jointly 
assume that guarantee. Although this is 
a matter which principally concerns the 
Indian Government it does not exclusively 
concern them. Then again, the plethoric 
condition of the Indian revenue might 
certainly justify them in undertaking the 
more or less problematical risk. Assuming 
the worst should happen, assuming there 
was absolutely no expansion of business 
—a perfectly impossible assumption—the 
utmost the Treasury would be called 
Sir Edward Sassoon. 


{COMMONS} 


think this arrangement, this damnosa ' 
| £44,000 for its half share, and curiously 
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upon to pay would be something like 


enough a windfall will come to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in 1905 
in the shape of Red Sea annuities 
amounting to £28,000. I remember the 
other night the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton rather 
took exception to the fact that we treated 
the Post Office as much as an administra- 
tive department as a _ revenue-earning 
department. My right hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Treasury asked him in 
what direction he wished the surplus 
profits of the Post Office to be applied. 
Well, I make this infinitesimal demand 
upon the right hon. Gentleman, and I 
hope that both he and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will for once disregard the 
very sound advice tendered by my hon. 
friend the Member for Exeter, and abate 
some of their “natural ferocity” in 
acceding to this request. I hope J shall 
not weary the House if I refer to the 
West African and the North African 
tarifis. They are really matters of the 
very greatest importance in connection 
with the prospective development of those 
territories. A message to Sierra Leone, 
to the Gold Coast, to Lagos, and other 
places in West Africa costs no less than 
seven shillings per word, whereas the 
charge to the Cape, much beyond that, 
is only four shillings. But the most 
striking feature of the whole thing is that 
a Frenchman can send a word to his West 
African possessions for one shilling and 
fivepence, or about one-fourth. | may be 
told that this remarkable disparity is 
attributable to the want of business 
to and from West Africa. But I have yet 
to learn that the volume of French busi- 
ness is so much greater than our own in 
that region as to account for the 
difference, or that a reduction of rate does 
not in its train bring its own increase of 
traffic. There are a whole host of con- 
ventions with Turkey, Persia, and Egypt 
—the position is simply honeycombed 
with them. I asked my right hon. 
friend the Under Secretary of State last 
year if he would make public those docu- 
ments, but he refused to do so on the 
ground that he was not able to divulge 
them for diplomatic reasons. But I do 
not see that any harm could be done by 
divulging these documents. These in- 
visible and intangible documents cannot 
be directed against foreign powers, and I 
will tell you why. Anyone who is ac- 
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of Oriental bureaucracies is aware that 
every single Chancellory in Europe must 
have a copy of those documents. There- 
fore I ask, against whom is this secrecy 
directed ? Who are the dupes and the 
victims ? I know I should be trenching 
on somewhat delicate ground if I pursue 
this subject much further, but it is a 
matter to which I earnestly direct 
the attention of the Secretary to 
the Treasury, so that, in deciding 


whether any inquiry shall or shall not: 


be granted, he may take this point 
into his careful consideration. With re- 
gard to Egypt I do not think there is 
much secrecy to be maintained there. I 
have been able to lift a corner of the veil 
as regards Egypt. I have here in my 
hand a copy of the Egyptian agreement. 
I beg the House to believe that I did 
not resort to the potent influence of 
baksheesh or to any surreptitious methods 
in obtaining it, but I got it in a very 
natural way. There is nothing very 
startling in this document. It simply ' 
enumerates the advantages which the 
Eastern Telegraph Company possess, and 
that on the payment by the Eastern 
Telegraph Company of something like 
£7,000 a year the Egyptian Government 
would respect their landing and shore 
rights there. So far so good. But on 
reading a little further on I light upon 
these somewhat ominous and _ oracular 
words, “ Divers good considerations.” I 
do not pretend to fathom the significance 
of those words. All I know is this, that 
whereas the French merchant can send a 
word to the further confines of Tunis and 
Algiers, across the Mediterranean, for one 
sou, or a halfpenny a word, we have to 
pay for telegraphing to Egypt, only 200 
miles further on, no less than 1s. 9d. per 
word, or forty times as much. Considering 
that the Government knew this deter- 
mined agitation was going on in this 
country against excessive cable tariffs, 
holding Egypt in the hollow of their 
hands, having the whole of their depart- 
ments manned by their own nominees, [| 
say that Her Majesty’s Government were | 
bound to see that this convention, which | 
did not expire this year or next year, but 
two years hence, was not renewed upon 
the old retrogressive lines last November. 
I should like to refer to a matter which I 
consider to be one of utmost importance. 
[ have already alluded to the desirability 
of a system of all-British cables, and that 
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uainted with the working and the conduct | 
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brings me to the Pacific Cable scheme.. 
That scheme I look upon as constituting 
the keystone of the position, lying as it 
does between Great Britain on the one 
hand and Australia and the Far East on 
the other. Though some of the signa- 
tories to that project appear to have been 
seduced from their allegience thereto, and 
to have somewhat cooled in the ardour of 
their affection for that scheme, I hope the 
Secretary to the Colonies will yet perse- 
vere with the matter and prevent it col- 
lapsing. The proposal has worked a 
truly chastening influence on the asso- 
ciated companies and has wrought a 
most miraculous metamorphosis in their 
attitude. While for the establishment of 
the Cape to Australia route they were 
asking for an annual subsidy of some- 
thing like £75,000, on the birth 
of this scheme they altogether waived 
that subsidy, and accompanied that re- 
nunciation by a substantial reduction and 
a still more substantial prospective re- 
duction of the tariff. I think the dead- 
lock which exists could easily be bridged 
over by the establishment of some pooling 
arrangement or some rational—not the 
Indian—joint-purse arrangement. Were 
that arrangement to take place, were 
the House to give recognition to. 
the ultimate acquisition by the State of 
that cable from the Cape to. Australia, 
should the interests of the Empire require 
such a course to be taken, I have reason 
to know that Canada would altogether 
waive her objections with regard to those 
rights of the private company in 
Australia. I do not think Her 
Majesty’s Government—I do not speak 
of the present Government particularly, 
but of successive Administrations—have 
had so much as an idea of a policy with 
regard to the cables ; it has been a sort of 
hand to mouth proceeding—going in for 
competition against private companies one 
day and encouraging private enterprise 


against their own people another day. I 


earnestly plead for some State policy on 
comprehensive lines embracing the very 
wide interests of the constituent portions 
of our Empire. I would humbly suggest 
that that policy should, among other 


things, provide for the establishment of a 


scale of charges in all future agreements 
with private contractors, that scale to be 
based upon the average earnings, and 
worked on a sliding scale, and that no 
concessions, either material or geogra- 
phical, should be granted to any system 
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that diverged from or conflicted with the 
all-British route. It should also provide 
that there should be no absorption of any 
new line by the older companies, by which 
competition is strangled, without the 
exprest sanction and concurrence of the 
State; that where breakdowns occur 
from avoidable causes for more than three 
months the subsidy should be stopped ; 
and, above all, the policy should provide 
a system by which the State could acquire 
the cables if it should think right so to 
do. There is only one other matter to 
which I wish to call the attention of the 
House before I sit down, and that is in 
connection with the terminal tax which is 
leviable by the British Government in 
accordance with the regulations of the 
International Telegraphic Convention. 
In answer to a question which I put to 
the Secretary of the Treasury a little 
while back I was informed that that 
rate of twenty centimes per word was not 
charged, and the reason given was that 
the special and exclusive privileges of the 
Postmaster General under Clause 5 of 
the Telegraphs Act of 1869 were specially 
excluded in regard to cables owned by the 


. company concerned, and that therefore a 


sum of something like £90,000 a year 
was surrendered. But the convention of 
1896 is twenty-seven years later than the 
Act upon which the Treasury relies, and 
at this conference at Buda Pesth our 
own delegates were present. I therefore 
desire to ask, if this 3d. a word was an 
empty right or a farce, why was it 
inserted 1 I do not rely merely upon 


. the construction of the provision for 


believing this right was intended to be 
enforced, but upon the further fact that 
where the enjoyment of this right is 
debarred, the name of the State so treated 
was categorically mentioned. Egypt was 
thus categorically named, and with regard 


’ to messages to and from Tripoli, Turkey 


was precluded from enjoying this right. 
I feel sure that this haphazard system of 


. doing business must offend the symmet- 


rical notions of my right hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Treasury, and I should 
like to ask him whetker he has taken 
high legal advice as to the validity of 
the position occupied by the Treasury in 
connection with this matter. I have now 
placed before the House, I fear most in- 


. adequately, but I certainly hope in no 
- captious spirit, the vices and the deficien- 





cies of our system of cable telegraphs. 
We have had innumerable promises 


/ Sir Edward Sassoon. 
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from the all-powerful cable  com- 
panies, but they have all been kept 
to the ear and broken to the hope, until 
the public patience is perfectly exhausted, 
I venture to think that recently the com- 
panies have somewhat unwisely and 
tyrannously used the giant powers with 


‘which they have been entrusted. I do not 


forget—I think nobody can forget—the 
very eminent services rendered in the 
early days of cable enterprise by the late 
Sir John Pender, and by his worthy sue- 
cessor, Lord Tweeddale ; but we hold that 
those services of the parent company have 
been requited either in meal or in malt, 
and it is now time the public had their 


innings. I think it is only fair to say 
that the country appreciates the very 


graceful concession made by the Eastern 
aud other companies during the war in 
reducing the rates for messages sent on 
behalf of our soldiers and sailors. I may 
say that if that large-hearted spirit had 
pervaded their policy in past years much 
of the edge would have been taken off 
our grievances. Last night the House 
passed at its Second Reading a measure 
which we all hope will bring more closely 
together the constituent parts of this 
Empire. May we not hope that as a 
result of this discussion some germs will be 
thrown out which may have the effect of 
bringing about in the fulness of time 
such a system of federated cables between 
all branches of this Empire as_ will 
make the pulse of every component 
part beat as the pulse of one man! 
Now that we have mobilised the forces of 
public opinion, now that public claims 
are marshalled in clear and unmistakable 
form, I venture to say a very serious and 
grave responsibility will rest upon Her 
Majesty’s Government if they refuse to 
rise to the height of the situation and to 
give us this Select Committee of Inquiry, 
and this Empire, this association of 
400,000,000 of people, will want to know 
the reason why. I beg to move the reso- 
lution standing in my name. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The House is 
never so usefully engaged as when it is 
listening to a man who has made a sub- 
ject his own, and the hon. Baronet oppo- 
site has for some years past worked on 
this question of telegraphic communica- 
tion, especially across the seas, in different 
portions of the British Empire. He has 
mastered the subject; he has got the 
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enthusiastic support of a very large 
number of Members of this House, and I 
speak from personal knowledge when I 
say that the Chambers of Commerce 
throughovt the country and the com- 
mercial classes generally are very warmly 
interested in the subject. The hon. 
Baronet has done me the honour of asking 
me to second this motion, and I do so, 
but from a slightly different point of view 
than that which he himself has taken. 
I agree absolutely in the terms of the 
motion, and think it one the House and 
the Government skould accept, but I 
shall support it on slightly different 
grounds—although in nosense opposing his 
view—from those which my hon. friend 
has placed before the House. The hon. 
Baronet has absolutely mastered the 
commercial side of this question; the 
strategic side he has not dealt with ex- 
cept so far as to point out the haphazard 
nature of our present arrangements 
with regard to the making and laying of 
cables. We have notoriously in past 
years adopted in different cases very 
different policies, and we appear never 
thoroughly to have thought out the 
principles which ought to underlie the 
laying of a cable for the British Empire 
for use in time of war. Let me say I am 
not interested in any particular cable. 
My main object is to get the largest 
number possible laid in different parts of 
the world between different portions of 
the British Empire, because | am _ so 
firmly persuaded that our naval 
supremacy, our superiority at sea, will 
be the more powerful in time of war the 
greater number of cables we possess. 


Let me at once admit that considerable | 


progress has been made. My hon. friend 
pointed out in the concluding part 
of his speech that the mere menace 
of the Pacific Cabie has had great 
effect in other portions of the world. It 


has compelled rival companies and systems | 


to offer terms, or to consent to terms 
which they would never have offered 
or consented to if it had not been for 
the probability of this route being 
established. My object is to get 
different and alternative routes for use in 
time of war. I firmly believe with the 


mover of the resolution that that impor- | 
tant national object can be attained | 


without heavy cost to the country, 
because it has seen shown by the history 
of the past that by a very small capital 
expenditure on the part of the country— 
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in some cases by no capital expenditure 
at all, but simply by wise provisions— 
fresh routes can be obtained, which would 
be of extreme value in time of war, and 
which nevertheless manage to pay their 
way in time of peace when once mace. 
My hon. friend has spoken of the impor- 
tance of all-British cables in the world. I 
suppose at this time of day there is 
hardly anyone who will deny the impor- 
tance to us in time of war of an all- 
British route. It is quite true that cables 
will be very largely cut in time of war, 
but still the experience of war shows that 
while cables will be very largely cut 
there is a high probability that they will 
not be all cut, and if you havea considerable 
number of alternative routes you will 
have that enormous advantage which 
comes in time of war from having some 
cables still in working order for your use. 
We have received to-day the information 
that there has been a fresh laying of 
cable arranged by the Government within 
the last few weeks. We hear that the 
cable which already exists in short steps, 
from this country to Gibraltar, with a 
cable from this country to Lisbon, on to 
Gibraltar, thence to St. Vincent, which 
connects with the cable to Ascension, St. 
Helena, and the Cape, branches of which 
have recently been laid, is now to be 
strengthened by a direct line to St. Vin- 
cent. Avoiding Lisbon is undoubtedly 
an important point; it isa gain, because 
Lisbon is peculiarly open to foreign in- 
fluences in time of war, even as compared 
with St. Vincent. But, still, it is not an 
all-British route. At St. Vincent we are 
still on Portuguese soil, although being on 
Portuguese soil only at that point gives us 
‘conditions which [ admit are less un- 


favourable than those which exist at 
Lisbon, for reasons which I need 
not go into, but which can _ be 
guessed. The cable is still in foreign 


hands, because I understand that the 
Portuguese law forces us to have none 
but Portuguese employees on the central 
' staff at St. Vincent, so that all the mes- 
sages by that route pass through the 
hands of employees of a foreign State. We 
have also known within the last four or five 
days that we are to have an alternative 
route by the other coast. Members of 
the House who are interested in the ques- 
‘tion may know that a route was laid 
| during the Zulu War ; it was a strategic 
| route, by Aden and Zanzibar to Durban. 
'That is now to be supplemented hy a 
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cable from Durban to Mauritius, and land- 
ing rights have been granted for the cable 
to which allusion has been made. That, of | 
course, will be a most valuable alternative 
route. At the same time it is not | 
strategically an altogether satisfactory 
route. It passes through the Gibraltar 
Straits in a very strong running tide, 
from which it is taken out and laid in| 
shallower water close by, and there is a | 
danger in shallow water in time of war ; | 
it is a route through the Mediterranean ; 
it is a very old line down the Red Sea, | 
and it is from these points of view not an 
altogether satisfactory route. While I, | 
for one, welcome the obtaining of these 
two routes, while they seem to me to con- | 
stitute an improvement in the state of | 
things which has hitherto existed, I | 
personally should be very glad to see 
also another alternative route. To show 
how important it is to have a 
number of alternative routes may 
I put a very plain case tothe House? It 
appears to me the Spanish-American War 
is an illustration. | What happened 
during that war? What would occur in 
war is likely to be very much what occurs 
in a great snowstorm ; your lines will be 
broken here and there; they are not 
likely to be all broken at the same time ; 
and you will find yourselves forced to 
rely—and what an enormous advantage 
it is if you can rely—on what may appear 
at first sight to be most indirect routes. 
In the case of the great snowstorm this 
spring communication was carried on 
between London and Cornwall by way of 
Malta, and that isan example of what I 
mean when I say that the existence of 
three or four alternative routes to a spot 
such as Mauritius, for instance, and to 
otherimportant strategic positions between 
India, Australia, and Africa, would be of 
overwhelming importance in time of war. 
Of course, we have had different morals 
drawn from what occurred with regard to 
the cables during the Cuban War. Some 
have drawn the moral that all cables 
would be cut; others have drawn the 
exactly opposite moral that no cables 
would be cut ; but those of us who have 
carefully read the documents on the | 
subject have come to the intermediate 
conclusion that, while cable cutting under 
certain circumstances is easy enough, 
under other circumstances it is very 
difficult indeed, and that if you have 
three or four alternative routes of cables to 
your most important strategic points the 
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great probability is that with our command. 


'of the sea we should be able to maintain 


one or two of those lines in existence 
during the war and get the enormous 
advantage over our opponent which 


| that circumstance would give us in time 
| of war. j 
the United States and Spain—I put it 


In the case of the war between 


very shortly and very plainly—I think 
it will be found that the United States. 
with their naval superiority were able to 


cut the cables that they wished to cut; 


they at all events cut some of the cables 


they wished to eut with great effect. | 


know there are some Members of this 
House who believe it is impossible from 
the point of view of international law 
to cut cables outside the three. 
mile limit on the high seas in time of 
war. All we can do in reply to that is 
to point to the fact that the Americans 
did it both outside and inside the three- 
mile limit. They paid compensation in 
the cases where they cut the cables out- 
side the three-mile limit ; they compen- 
sated the French for cutting the French 
cable in the West Indies, and in any other 
case where they cut the cable outside 
the three-mile limit. From the point 
of view of our success in wa» the question 
of compensation is a very small one. It 
might be life and death that might 
be at stake in cases of this kind, 
and the fact that cables will be cut 
is, I think, conclusively demonstrated 
by the Cuban War. I know letters have 
been written by Professor Holland and 
papers by the late Admiral Philip Colomb 
in which those gentlemen laid it down that 
no Power could cut cables on the high 
seas outside the three-mile limit. — It is 
useless to go into this question of whether 
Powers can or cannot cut cables; we 
point to the fact that in the war to which 
I have referred the cables were actually 
cut by the Americans. We know that 
on board the warships of foreign countries 
charts are carried showing the landing 
spots of the shore ends of all our cables. 
We know the instructions that are given 
to try and cut those cables in time of war. 
The cutting of these cables is, I think 
it will be admitted, a much more difticult 
matterin deep water inthan shallow water. 
The shallow water ends constitute a for- 
midable danger, and while you can most 
efficiently protect the shallow water ends 
when they do not run a great number of 
miles, it is very difficult at all times of 
day and night to protect them when they 
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run in shallow water for a very large 
number of miles. The moral seems to me 
to be that the Government ought to try to 
get all the cables which are likely to be of 
usein time of war —which is practically 
every cable ; they ought to try to provide | 
forthe landing of those cables on shores 
where the water is deep near shore, 
where the shallow water end of the cable 
to be protected in time of war would be 
but a short piece. From that point of | 
view, the Cornish coast, to which all the | 
strategic cables are being brought, is | 
not a satisfactory coast. I have gone) 
carefully through the charts of all our 
principal cables and of the Cornish landing 
place of all these new strategic cables | 
and the cable to Gibraltar, which means 
the West Coast of Africa and the Aus- | 
tralian cable—the all-British cable as it is 
called—with the new St. Vincent cable | 
leading to Ascension, St. Helena, and the | 
Cape, and I find that all these shore ends, 


than 100 fathoms of water. Compare 
that with the deep water you get off the 
coast of Ireland. The Atlantic chart will 


show you that off Dingle Bay and certain 
points in Ireland you have deep water 


very near the shore, and the shallow | 
water end would be a very short end | 
| put before the House some reasons for 


indeed. One of the most important 


points, I think, that the Government have | 


to bear in mind in connection with the 


matter which is occupying their attention, | 


and in which they have made consider- 
able and rapid progress during the last two 
or three years, is this question of bringing 
in their shore ends from shallow water 
to deeper water. But the main ground 
upon which I support the motion of my 
hon. friend to-day is that we ought to 
consider, both commercially and _strate- 
gically, what ought to be the plans which 


should preside over the laying of our new | 


cables in the future. Personally I am 

one of those who are favourable to the | 
purchase of the cables by the State. The | 
whole question is whether you have to 
pay too dearly for them. As regards | 
the principle, there can be no doubt. As | 
my hon. friend has said, the Government 

are sometimes pursuing the plan of | 
subsidies, and sometimes they are, 
constructing competing cables ; but there | 
has been an absence of a general view on | 
the subject as to whether it would he 

wisest to attempt to construct cables for | 
themselves, whether it would be wisest to | 
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use the plan of subsidies, or whether it 
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might not be wisest to consider some plan 


of general purchase of cables by the State. 
If I could see my way to obtaining the 
cables at anything like their real value, 
no4 paying too dearly for them, not being 
made to pay as though they were new 
cables for cables which were virtually 
worn out, I should unhesitatingly support 
State purchase. The difficulty of the 
question is the price. With regard to 
that, we should have a hard battle to 
fight, and I am not certain that we could 
fight it successfully. It, is, however, a 
matter worthy of inquiry, and it is on 
these grounds that I second the resolu- 
tion of my hon. friend. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is desirable that inquiry should 
be held into the commercial and strategic 
defects of Imperial telegraphic communi- 


| cation.” —(Sir Edward Sassoon.) 
coming in as they do to Cornwall, run | 
through about 130 nautical miles in less | 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): The hon. Baronet who 


/ moved this Resolution and the right hon. 
| Baronet who seeonded having received 


such enthusiastic support from the House, 
that it is somewhat difficult for me to advo- 
cate a view which differs from those which 
have been advanced ; but I will venture to 


thinking that the hon. Member who moved 
the Resolution has been led into some 
errors of fact in the course of his long 
and interesting speech, and I shall also 
endeavour to show that in some respects 
an inquiry would, perhaps, not be so 
desirable as seems to be thought. I do 
not think I shall be misrepresenting the 
hon. Baronet if I say that the charges he 
brought against the Associated Cable 


‘Companies with regard to their service— 


[At this stage of his speech the hon. 
Member turned to some hon. Members 
behind him and said: I must request the 
hon. Member behind me not to make 
extremely offensive speeches in my 


|hearing while I am addressing the 


House.| I was saying that, as far as I 
could follow the hon. Baronet’s speech, he 
complained that the companies did their 
work badly, that they had been shown 
to be inefficient during time of war, that 
their charges were excessive in various 
particulars, and I believe he agreed also 
with the right hon. Baronet who seconded 
the resolution that it was desirable that 
the companies should be taken over by 
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the State. I will turn first to the ques- 
tion whether their work has been done 
inefficiently during the last fourteen 
years. Where the companies formerly 
had only two cables running they have 
three now. Both cables were interrupted 
for only a very few hours during those 
fourteen years. As to the question of 
delay in messages during the war, I think 
the House will recognise at once that 
obviously the Government were entitled 
to a preference over any other messages 
the companies had to send. The House 
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will hear when the Member who is to. 


speak for the Government addresses the 
House whether the Government have had 
any cause to complain of the way in 
which their work was done. I believe the 
right hon. Gentleman will have no such 
complaint to make. No doubt messages 
of the general public were delayed con- 
siderably and materially, but they were 
delayed in the interests of the Empire 
itself. 


*Sir EDWARD SASSOON: That is 
not wholly the case. The fault was that 
the cable was not duplicated. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I 
know how a cable could be duplicated 
instantaneously. If we had more cables, 
and it paid to have more cables, no doubt 
there would be more efficient lines for 
telegraphic communication, but obviously 
unless they would pay no company could 
be expected to lay them. 
sary that there should be more cables 
they can be laid, but they must be laid 
on a basis upon which it will pay a com- 
pany to doit. Now, as to the question 
of exorbitant tariffs. It is quite im- 
possible, and the House must understand 
that it is quite impossible, that there can 
be any uniform mileage rates in a cable 
company. The rate must depend upon 
the amount of business done on a par- 
ticular line. Therefore, to take such a 
case as the hon. Baronet gives of the 7s. 
a word to the West Coast of Africa, the 
answer is that the charge is so high 
because the amount of business done on 
that cable is so small. Another com- 
plaint the hon. Baronet made was with 
regard to the charge of ls. 9d. to 
Alexandria. The company, I believe, 
would be prepared to reduce that rate, but 
the Egyptian Government itself will not 
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agree. Another statement made was that 
the land rate across India ought to be 
reduced to a shilling. Well, as a matter 
of fact the Indian Government, in agree- 
ment with the companies, have reduced 
the land rate from four shillings to two 
shillings and sixpence, and that new rate 
will, it is believed, show a substantial 
loss. Of that loss the Indian Government 
are to bear one-third and the companies 
two-thirds. I do not think that it is 
reasonable to ask the Indian Government 
to reduce charges far below those which 
would provide a fair profit on capital 
expenditure. As to what these companies 
have done, let us see how far they have 
already met the demand which the right 
hon. Baronet makes in the public interest 
for reductions in tariff. They have 
already made large reductions in the 
tariff both to South Africa and to Aus- 
tralia, and these are to be followed by 
further reductions. About twelve months 
ago the companies wrote a letter to the 
Post Office in which they offered to 
reduce their rates to Australia to half-a- 
crown, provided they could earn a certain 
minimum return on their undertaking, 
The expression used was that they 
were to come down to a_ standard 
basis as the tratfic developed. Well, 
that proposal is being considered now 
by the Post Office, and it seems to me 
that it is a fair one ; and the other nego- 
tiations are actually concluded for reduc- 
ing the Indian rate from 4s. to 2s. 6d, 
[An Hon. MEMBER: May I ask if thereis 
a reduction to South Africa ?| Yes ; the 
exact reduction is from 4s. 9d. to 4s. to 
South Africa; and from 5s. to 4s. to 
Australia since September last. Besides 
reducing the tariff, these associated com. 
panies have arranged to provide alterna- 
tive routes between Europe and Australia, 
by extending to Australia the recently 
laid cable from St. Helena to the Cape. 
They ask for no subsidies; and this is 
an important matter to the public. What 
they ask is that they should have a right 
of communicating direct with the public 
through that cable, and not through the 
medium of the Australian Governments. 
I should like to explain how important 
that is. At present, supposing a cable- 
gram is sent to Sydney via Port Darwin, 
it goes by one of the Associated Companies’ 
lines to India, then passes into the hands 
of the Indian Government, then into the 
hands of the Eastern Extension Company, 
theninto the hands of theSouth Australian 
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Government at Port Darwin, next into | 
the hands of the Victorian Government, 
and finally into the hands of the New 
South Wales Government, from which it 
passes to the hands of the public 
in Sydney. Now, if this new line 
of route were completed the  cable- 
gam could be delivered straight to 
Adelaide. But if these Governments 
have their own Pacific cable, and if they 
still retain their control over the com- 
pany’s cablegrams, they would be in the 
position, obviously, to have the interests 
of their trade rivals in their own hands. 
They would have no inducement to lower 
the rates ; they would have a monopoly ; 
and clearly no one would send cable 
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J wessages by the company’s cable when 


they could send them by the Pacific route. 
Therefore it is most important, in the 
interest of the public, that the demand of 
the companies should be conceded— 
namely, the principle that the companies 


Bshould have the delivery of their own 


cablegrams in their own hands. That 
demand has been conceded by the 
Governments of South Australia, Wes- 
tern Australia, and Tasmania, but not at 
present by the other Australian Govern- 
ments. As to the strategic cables, I 
should like to point out that the com- 
panies have done a great deal for the 
Empire in that respect. A question was 


fasked the other day as to whether the 


rates had been reduced by the com- 
panies to Sierra Leone, and as to the de- 
sire of the Government to have a cable 
laid from Ascension to Sierra Leone. 
Now, it seems that the cost of a cable 
from Ascension to Sierra Leone would be 
£150,000, and it was estimated that the 
return on such an outlay would be 
£11,000 ; that is, an amortisation would 
be required for thirty years, while the 
maintenance uring that time would be 
expensive for repairs, and the cost of 
clerks living in such a place as Sierra | 
Leone, where they have to be 
changed frequently. It was  con- 
sidered by the companies, therefore, 
that £11,000 would be a fair return. 
After long negotiations they have agreed 
to lay that cable for a subsidy of £4,500 | 
a year by the Government. That is less | 
than half of the traffic, and the return on | 
the use of the cable will be otherwise | 
practically worthless. There are many | 
other cases, as for instance at Port | 
Hampton, in which the companies have | 
tendered service to the Government of 
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this country, and which constitute a fair 
claim for considerate treatment from the 
Government. As to the question as to 
whether it is desirable that the State 
should buy out the companies or not, it 
really comes to whether this is a matter 
for private enterprise or for theState. I 
do not wish to dogmatise on this question 
at all; but I have no reason to suppose 
that the companies would object to being 
bought out by the Government if they 
were paid what they considered to be a 
fair price. They would act as any sensible 
man in the House would act. It is not 
reasonable to suppose that they would 
act otherwise than as business men. I 
should like the House to consider whether 
it is desirable that an inquiry should be 
made into the relations of our Govern- 
ment with these cable companies, and 
whether it is not possible, if such an in- 
quiry were embarked upon, that it would 
be really detrimental to the interests 
of this country in regard to foreign 
countries. I think there are many 
reasons why it would be very wise indeed 
to decline such an inquiry. I apologise 
to the House for taking up so much of its 
time, but the subject is a very difficult 
one, and I thought it was only reasonable 
that something should be said in behalf 
of the companies. I may say that the 
remark, of which I had so much reason to 
complain at the commencement of my 
speech, namely, that I had a brief for 
these companies, was altogether unwar- 
ranted. I have not one farthing interest 
in these companies, and no_ personal 
acquaintance with them in any way what- 
ever. What I want is that the House 
should have an opportunity of considering 
both sides of she question, and I have no 
sort of interest except to see that justice 
is done on all hands. 
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Mr. 


SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
'Hamlets, Poplar): I do not desire to 
| detain the House for more than a short 


time. I want, however, to deal with one 


| aspect of the question which has not been 


discussed by my hon. friend who moved 
this resolution, or my right hon. friend who 
seconded it. I think my hon. friend the 
Member for Hythe is to be congratulated 
on having had the opportunity of having 
this question discussed at a proper period 


| of the session, and on the very temperate 
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and able speech which he has made. 
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dealt so fully with the commercial aspect | 
of the question, and the right hon. Baronet | 


the Member for the Forest of Dean likewise 
dealt so fully with the strategic points, 
that it is unnecessary for me to detain 
the House in detail in connection with 
these matters. The hon. Gentleman who 


has just spoken stated the case on behalf | 
of the companies without any personal | 
We all agree and | 
appreciate that the Eastern Telegraph | 
Company and Subsidiary Companies have | 


feeling or prejudice. 


really done a great deal for submarine 


communication, and for practically placing | 
the whole of the submarine companies in | 
English, instead of in foreign hands. But it | 


ought to beremembered that they have made 
a good thing out of it. 


rivals to obtain a monopoly, and, like a 
submarine octopus, to spread their 
tentacles all over the world. 
blaming them for that ; but we, as repre- 
senting the public interest, have to con- 
sider whether the time has not come 
when something should be done to 


allow the public to benefit by these sub- 


marine cables. After ali, we, the repre- 
sentatives of the taxpayers of this country 
and of the colonies, have paid very large 
subsidies to these companies. I am not 


complaining of the payment of these sub- | 


sidies ; but my hon. friend the Member 
for St. Albans did not seem to appreciat+ 
the point that we paid these subsidies on 
the understanding that the cables should 
be kept in proper repair, and ought to be 
duplicated and triplicated. But we find, 
in spite of the payment of these large 


sums, that these companies, in cases of | 
difficulty or of war like the present, are | 
‘inter-Departmental Department of the 


not able to carry out to the full the obliga- 


tions which they undertook in obtaining | 
My hon. friend who | 


these subsidies. 
moved this motion touched on the ques- 
tion of the 
Russian Government and the Indo- 
European Company. Iam bound to say 
that we do require some information in 
regard to this matter, and that is a very 
good argument in favour of the inquiry 
asked for by my hon. friend. He has 
omitted to mention one fact in regard to 
this cable which is very material. These 
companies have a joint-purse arrangement 
with the Indo-European Company, which 
has entered into an agreement with the 


Mr. Sydney Bucton. 
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They have con- | 
ducted their business on business prin- | 
ciples, like business men ; and they have | 
naturally endeavoured to buy out their | 


I am not | 


agreement between the | 
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| Russian Government to give them under 
certain circumstances sole control of their 
lines ; so that we have been practically 
subsidising a line which might be used by 
the Russian Government to our disad- 
vantage. There is another conclusive 
argument in favour of the proposed in- 
quiry—namely, that the Government of 
the day do not seem to have any fixed 
policy or settled principle in regard to 
this important question. I daresay it is 
very natural that they should not have 
some such policy without first having 
| some inquiry by a Committee or Commis- 
sion, which would lay down the prin- 
ciples on which such a policy should be 
based. Iwas much struck by the reply 
given by the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site to a question asked by my right hon. 
friend the Member for Forest of Dean in 
regard to submarine cables. He said 
that in regard to one part of the question 
he was able to give an answer ; in regard’ 
to the second part, he was only able to 
give an answer after communication with 
the Colonial Office ; and to the third part 
only after communication with some 
other Department of the Government. 
There are on that bench representatives of 
the Treasury, the Post Office, the Foreign 
Office, the Admiralty, the Colonial Office, 
and the India Office, and every one of 
them is interested in this question. 
Now, what we want to know is, if they 
have between themselves some settled 
policy in regard to this matter. Their 
interests in almost every case are quite 
antagonistic. If the matter is dealt with 
in one case by one Department, and in 
another case by another Department, we 
shall never arrive at some system 
or policy in conection with this 
question of submarine cables. We 
have not, so far as we know, an 


Government which could decide on a 
settled policy as to whether we shall 
have State cables, or commercial cables, 
or whether the commercial cables should 
‘be bought up by the Government. 
These are questions which ought to be 
| decided once for all; but as far as we 
know they have not yet been considered 
‘by the Government. Then there is the 
|most important principle on which the: 
| Government have not yet arrived at an 
| agreement, as to whether new lines shall. 
be all British lines, or with some land 
extensions on foreign shores. Apart 
| from this question of principle and policy,. 
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there are many minor matters in dealing | not to the advantage of these profit-earn- 
with submarine cable companies which | ing companies. 

ought to be considered ; and the onl | 

way we can arrive at a policy in regard! Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 
to these is by way of inquiry by a Royal|I want to say a very few words 
Commission or Select Committee. There | in reference to the subject brought 
is, for instance, the question of the right | furward by the hon. Member for Hythe. 
of the Executive Government at a parti-| I think we must thank him for having 
cular moment to acquire some particular | brought before the House this question, 
cable. There is also the important ques- | which is of very great interest. It affects 
tion of rates. Surely that ought to bea,us commercially, for there are many 
matter on which there should be a_ trades in different parts of the Empire in 
developed policy on the part of those which the margin of profit is so very 
who represent the taxpayers, and on small that excessive cable rates make all 
which some definite conclusion ought to the difference between profit and loss. 
be arrived at. The hon. Gentleman who The right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
spoke in behalf of the companies just Forest of Dean has shown that this is a 
now said that they have reduced their very important question strategically ; but 
rates here and there ; but it is significant I would point out that it is also important 
that these reductions have ouly been socially. There are hundreds and thou- 
made, or have mainly been made, when | sands of Englishmen who, owing to their 
there was danger of competition. There | position, have to live out of England, and 
was the instance when the cable was, there are many colonists who have rela- 
proposed from the Cape to Australia | tions with the mother country and the 
nearly two years ago. The companies other colonies, and it is most important 
then demanded a subsidy of £40,000 a that they should be able to communicate 
year, and pretty high rates; but when with their relations and friends at a cheap 
the question of competition arose they rate. But what is the position at the 
offered to lay the cable for nothing, and present day? We find that, owing to 
to reduce the rates which they had the enterprise of certain great British 
hitherto charged. I am not saying companies, the world has been covered by 
whether that is a good ora bad thing, a network of cables, and the various parts 
and I am not bringing it up either in of the world have therefore been brought 
favour or against the companies; but closely together. We must admit fully 
that is a matter which must be consi- the great work which has been done by 
dered by some strong Committee or Com- | the enterprise, energy, and capital of these 
mission. I am bound to say also that | companies. But having said that, and 
we ought to have some inquiry into the | having made up our minds to deal with 
nature of the agreements and the amalga- | these companies in a perfectly fair spirit, 


-mations which have taken place between we say that they have grown strong and 


these different companies. {[ do not) rich, and that they have entrenched 
believe it was ever intended, when these | themselves behind subsidies, and have 
companies were subsidised and charters | stood in the way of the progress of cheap 
granted to them, that they should com- communication. We ought to try, there- 
bine as monopolists against the public | fore, whether we cannot induce them to 
and the public interest. I trust that modify their policy and substitute some- 
after the speech of my hon. friend, and | thing else for it. We have been fighting 
that of the right hon. the Member for a very small question, comparatively, in 
Forest of Dean, the Government willsee | regard to the internal telephonic com- 
their way to grant this proposed inquiry. munication in this country. We have 
We do not want an inter-Departmental , had to fight a great monupoly which had 
Committee in regard to this matter—it | been allowed to grow up in regard to the 
would not give sufficient confidence to telephones. The ‘Telephone Company 
the public—but a strong Select Committee | pretended that they had an absolute right 


or Royal Commission, which would settle | t° that monopoly, and that there should 
F | be no competition with them. In the re- 


ence for all the great lines of policy and | sult it was shown that they had no such 


principle which the Government ought to ‘right, and I am glad to say that their 

follow on this important question to the 'monopoly has been broken down. The 

advantage of the country at large, and | cable companies did exactly the same, 
i 
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stand criticism for a moment. They 
actually set up the claim that the State 
had no right to interfere with their 
monopoly. Lord Tweeddale wrote to the 
Prime Minister as follows— 


“T do not of course question the right of 
Her Majesty's Government to make any 
arrangements required in the interests of the 
Empire, whatever effect such arrangements 
may have upon private enterprise—always 
assuming that due compensation will be made 
for interference to private rights—but I 
venture to point out that the grounds upon 
which the proposals contained in the letter are 
based appear to be a departure from the 
rinciplés hitherto acted upon by Her 
Milan's Glepermnet. and that the reasons 
by which that departure has heen sought to 
be justified are wholly inadequate ” 


I am glad to think that the Colonial 
Office refused absolutely to admit that 
claim. They laid down distinctly that we 
had a perfect right to compete with exist- 
ing companies in the public interest, and 
Lord Selborne used these words— 


“The Colonial Secretary cannot admit that 
there is any rule or formula of universal »nd 
yermanent application such as you supp :-e 
imiting the functions of the State in regard to 
services of public utility.” 


I say again that we have to fight the 
same sort of battle against these cable 
companies: that we had to fight against 
the telephone companies ; but the diffe- 
rence is that the monoply of the telephones 


only affected inland communication, 
whereas this cable monoply affects our 
telegraphic communication with the 
whole world, and further affects the 
great strategic question as to whether 
the cables should be so _ laid 
to be entirely in British territory. 
In defence of their monopoly these com- 
panies have offered most vigorous opposi- 
tion to the scheme of a Pacific cable or 
all-British cable. The result is we are 
handicapped at the present moment by a 
system which is detrimental to the growth 
of the Empire. Let me give one or two 
examples. A French officer, quartered, 
we will say, in Tunis or Algiers, can com- 
municate with his friends in Paris at the 
rate of a halfpenny per word. What does 
the British officer at, say, Malta pay ? 
Sixpence ; in other words, twelve times 
as much to communicate with England as 
the French officer pays to communicate 
with France. Avother example is the 
Russian officer at Vladivostok, who can 
communicate with his friends in St. 


Mr. Boscawen. 


as 
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and laid down principles that could not | 
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Petersburg for fourpence a word. An 
English officer quartered in India pays 


four shillings a word, again twelve times 


as much. Even though these foreign 
lines may be subsidised by their respec- 
tive Governments, even though there may 
be a loss, I am perfectly certain that the 
rate to India is absolutely excessive, and 
it is detrimental not merely to our com- 
mercial interests and to our strategic in- 
terests, but it is detrimental to that 
growth of community of feeling between 
the various portions of the Empire, that 
these exorbitant rates should continue, 
When we see the growth of the Em- 
pire, when we see Australia  fede- 
rating and desiring to have a larger 
share in the interests of the Em- 
pire, do we not feel that Australia 
is very severely handicapped when we 
know that she has to pay 6s. 3d. per word 
to communicate with Canada ; do we not 
think it is most desirable that a cheap and 
more direct system should be set wp than 
that which exists at present, when a 
Canadian, living we will say at Vancouver, 
has to communicate with an Australian 
living at Sydney by a ridiculously round- 
about route via Jamaica, lngland, Lisbon, 
and various other stations?. Should we 
not lay ‘an all-British cable which would 
give a direct route at about one-third the 
cost, and be a strategic line capable of 
defence in time of war? Ido not wish 
to wearv the House on this question, but 
I do feel most strongly that the Govern- 
ment ought to make every possible effort 
to break down this monoply. I feel also 
that these companies have been supported 
in the past very largely by a misunder- 
standing of what their position is. Their 
great services in covering the world with 
British cables has been misunderstood, and 
it has been supposed that those cables 
were all-British cables. As a matter of 
fact, those cables touch at Lisbon, at 
Madeira, at Java, and at a great variety 
of points which are absolutely vulnerable 
in time of war. It was stated years ago 
that the Russian Government have 
a complete plan for cutting our cables 
in time of war in the Far East, 
and no doubt that would be done, 
just as the Americans showed how easily 
it could be done in the American-Spanish 
war, wherever they could approach the 
landing place of a cable. What position 
are we in now? We find companies 
only. We find rates which, in my humble 
judgment, are far too dear. We find, for 
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example, this 4s. rate to India, we find a | 
rate of 4s. 9d. from Australia, and we find 

arate of 6s. 3d. from Canada to Australia. 

Why are we to maintain these exhorbitant 

rates and at the same time not have 

cables which are essentiaily all-British ? 

Why are we, who are supported by our 

own colonists, to refuse to go on with the 

Pacific cable scheme which would probably 

give a 2s. rate from Canada to Australia 
on a line which would not be cut in time 
of war, in order that we may benefit 
these companies and preserve the 63. 9d. 

rate? I earnestly hope the Government 

will persist in this Pacific cable scheme 
which has the support not only of this 
country, but of Canada and all the 
greatest of the Australian colonies. I 
hope also that the question will not rest 
there, but that the full and fair inquiry 
into this great question which has been 
requested by my hon. friend will be 
agreed to by the Government, so that we 
may put our whole cable system on a 
sounder, more sensible, and more Imperial 
basis than it has been on in the past. 




























Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The hon. Member for Hythe, who 
moved this resolution in what all the 
House will agree was a very able speech, 
was chiefly interested in the subject of 
cheap telegraphs. The right lon. Gen- 
tleman opposite who seconded was, on the 
contrary, more interested in the question 
of the strategic cables. There is there- 
fore prima fucie a little inconsistency 
between the mover and the seconder of 
the resolution, because while commercial 
cables, to which we must principally look 
for cheaper telegrams, depend upon 
tapping every available source of traffic, 
the chief strategic cables, of course, avoid 
toa very great extent all wholly foreign 
countries, which to an ordinary cable 
provide a very large source of traffic, and 
at the same time avoid all English stations 
which are not of considerable importance 
and which are not easy of defence. That 
being so, I think there is a little incon- 
sistency in the resolution itself. As a 
matter of fact, this great system of 


































worth anything in this country, has grown 
up quite haphazard, and the result is we 
have a system which is partly strategic 
and partly commercial, and some people 
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| with 


submarine cables, like most other things | 
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has therefore got the merits of 


say 
neither. I hope I shall be able to 
show that only a very little is 
wanting to give us not only good 


strategic cables, but also cheap com- 
mercial cables. Stiil I admit that at the 
present time we have not got either com- 
pletely. I think the hon. Member 
opposite did a good service in calling 
attention to the really great work which 
these companies have done, because, after 
all, here are great private companies 
which have built up a great system 
which the system of no 
other country can for one moment com- 
pare. They have given us great links 
between ourselves and the colonies, be- 
tween ourselves and our coaling stations ; 
they have put us into a position that we 
are able to get the first news from all over 
the world, and surely for a great nation 
like ourselves, in time of war and in time 
of peace, in diplomacy and in commerce 
alike, to get as we invariably do the first 
news is a matter of the very greatest 
importance possible. These companies 
have given us such an effective service all 
over the world that it is now exciting the 
jealousy of foreign nations, and com- 
plaints are now arising both in France 
and in Germany that so completely British 
is this system that we are excluding all 
foreign nations from participation in its 
benefits, and, of course, great complaints 
have been raised as to the way in 
which, in time of war at any rate, 
we are able to censor their telegrams. 
Take the case of France. These com- 
panies have put us practically in communi- 
cation with every one of our colonies. 
But what is the position of the country 
which ranks second as far as colonial 
possessions are concerned ? It is the fact 
that with the exception of her West 
Indian colonies and Tunis and Algeria 
France everywhere depends for communi- 
‘ation with her own colonies upon British 
cables alone. Isay that a company which 
will put this country in a position of that 
kind is a company to which the country 
is very much indebted. I will go further, 
and say that to a great extent these 
companies have given us advantages 
which we could not have possessed, even 
if these cables had been in our own hands, 
because, owing to the fact that these are 
private companies, at nearly all their 
foreign stations at which their cables land 
they are allowed to have all their em- 
| ployees British subjects. Everybody can 
| 

1 
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see what a great advantage that is to this 
country, but it is an advantage which 
certainly would not be 
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Government or the State. 
Member opposite said a great deal about 
the taxpayer—that it was unfair that the 
taxpayer should not have some voice in 
settling the rates demanded by 
compames. But, after all, the taxpayers 
have had very little whatever to do with 
building up the companies or with 
building up the system. No doubt 
we have to give subsidies for strategic 
cables, but beyond that we have done 
nothing at all. Take the great route to 
India. Did the taxpayer contribute a 
single farthing? Take the cable to 
China; he has not contributed to that. 
Take the route to Australia. The 
Australian colonies, no doubt, contributed 
something, but the Imperial taxpayer has 
not given one halfpenny. Therefore, 
after all, the connection between the tax- 
payer and the companies is not a very 
elose one. Then there was the com- 
plaint raised as to these companies not 
duplicating their lines. That was raised 
by the hon. Member for Hythe. What 


is the position in regard to that ? I think 


if the hon. Member will consult the War 
Office or the Admiralty he will find that 
they do not encourage the duplicating of 
cables, at any rate cables running side by 
side ; in the first place, because it is much 
easier to destroy communication, and, in 
the second place, because it is much more 
advantageous to the War Office that the 
cables should run in different directions, 
connecting different places, rather than 
that the two should run side by side. 
My hon. friend complained of certain 
rates. I noticed that he made no general 
complaint as to rates, but he singled 
out particular portions of the cables. 
He omitted to mention what I think 
is an important fact, that every- 
where—I believe without exception— 
wherever these cables run, the British 
Government not only has priority, but 
also send messages at half-rates. That, 
of course, is a considerable advantage. 
We talk of high rates, but, after all, high 
rates are a matter of comparison. If you 
compare them with land cables, it is very 
unfair to expect: anything like the same 
rates. In the first place, a submarine 
cable, I have been told, costs between 
five and ten times as much per mile as 
a land cable. Not only does it cost a 


Mr. Ha nbury. 
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allowed to | 
us if those cables were owned by the | 
The hon. | 


these | 
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| great deal more, but the number of words 
| you can transmit per minute are very 
much fewer. I am told that you 
can transmit practically ten times as 
many words per minute on a land cable 
as on a submarine cable. That constitutes 
a very great advantage on the side of the 
land cable. It also has to be remembered 
that the submarine messages are nearly all 
long distance messages, amd further, that 
_you very often have great difficulty from 
the interruptions of the cables, as have 
happened on both the coasts of Africa, 
My hon. friend complained of the constant 
interruption of those two cables, and toa 
certain extent he was quite right. I be- 
lieve, as'a matter of fact, that on one side 
of Africa the cables are interrupted on an 
average for sixty days in the year, and on 
the other side for forty days. It is simply 
due to the very uneven formation of the 
bottom, and also to certain upheavals 
which are constantly taking place and 
injuring the cables. In regard to sub- 
marine cables themselves it is interesting 
to see what is the actual force of these rates 
when worked out to the number of miles a 
message can be sent for a penny. I have 
been supplied with the following informa- 
tion. Taking the Atlantic cables, where, 
of course, I admit there is a great deal 
more competition than exists in the case 
of the eastern cables and the Associated 
Companies, between London and New 
York you can send a message 268 miles 
for a penny at the current 4s. rate. You 
are able to send messages to Australia at 
exactly the same rate; that is to say, 
taking Sydney, you are able to send 259 
miles for a penny at the rate of 4s, To 
Singapore at the present rate you can 
send 157 miles for a penny ; Hong Kong, 
150; the Cape, 140; and Bombay, 135; 
and it really points to the fact that the 
proper rate to India, judging by the rates 
of the Atlantic cables, is 2s. What are 
the remedies suggested by my _ hon. 
friend for what he calls the high rates! 
He complains in the first instance about 
a fact with regard to which | am 
just as much inclined to complain as he 
is, though I do not quite know how the 
ditficulty is to be obviated ; he complained 
that at the International Telegraph Con 
ference small States with practically no 
cables at all have as much voice as our 
own country. That really is no doubt an 
anomaly ; but the remedy, I think, is 
rather one for the Foreign Office than one 
which I can discuss at the present time. 
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[ was surprised to hear my hon. friend | the companies lay these cables with the 
tonight ask the Imperial Government to| intention of making them commercial 
subsidise or to guarantee the cables. I| successes. Are we to say to these com- 
understood that the hon. Member had | panies, “Oh, if the cables are a failure 
taken part in a deputation to the Chan- | you can keep them on your hands, but if 
cellor of the Exchequer which repudiated | they are a success we have a right to 
any idea of the sort. What is the posi-| purchase them ” 4 

tion? No doubt we have subsidised the | 

Indian cables, but I utterly deny that it! *SrR EDWARD SASSOON: I sug- 
is our duty to provide low rates at the | gested that some fair scale of charges be 
public cost for the companies to pay high | fixed, and the purchase price based upon 


dividends. 
duty. I am told, “Oh! but you have | 
the analogy of the penny post.” Well, | 
you can get the telegraphs so cheap that 
they will be of use to every household, | 
and be as popular and as low in price as 


the penny post, and when they apply not | 


to particular portions of the Empire, but 
extend over the whole Empire, then the 
argument will be a very different one. 
But at present it would be perfectly and 
entirely wrong for the Imperial Govern- 


ment to supply public funds in order to | 
benefit one particular class and one par- | 


ticular section of the community. 


Mr. IAN MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): What was the result of the 
sixpenny telegraphs ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Then there is 
another suggestion of my hon. friend ; he 
wanted us to reserve the right to buy 
up these companies. With regard to 
strategic cables, in certain instances we 
have reserved that right already. My 
hon. friend knows that in the case of the 
cable going to Singapore by Borneo to 
Hong Kong we have reserved that right, 
and I think we can buy it up at £300,000. 
There is a similar stipulation with regard 
to the cable running in Egypt between 
Suez and Suakin; that, I think, the 
Egyptian Government, with the consent 
of our own Government, can purchase at 
any time for £200,000. But what is the 
good of a right to buy purely commercial 
cables unless the Government is going to 
buy up cables generally and run those 
cables as a commercial system? That, at 
any rate, is a step the Government have 
not taken yet, and I sincerely hope it 
will be a long time before they think of 
doing so. But even if the Government 
were to do that, I hardly think it is a 


fair thing to do to the companies, because 


That is certainly not our | that. 


Mr. HANBURY: That is a totally 
different suggestion from buying up the 
cables ; that is a totally different system. 
That is a question of rates, not of pur- 
chase. As I have said, two things would 
infallibly happen if the Government did 
buy the cables. In the first place, we 
should lose the advantages on foreign 
territory which the private companies at 
present possess; and, when we hear of 
competition and so on—that competition 


‘should be encouraged, 1 can imagine 


nothing that would more stifle competi- 
tion and prevent cables being spread all 
over the world than the fact of the 
Government buying up the existing com- 
mercial cables. As to the question of 
competition itself ; competition, it seems 
to me, is the remedy for this evil as it 
is for many others. The hon. Member 
who was sitting behind me compared the 
existing cables withacompany, withregard 
to which he and I have both had some- 
thing to do, where a monopoly was claimed. 
But in this case there is no monopoly 
whatever claimed; the cable companies 
do not for a moment contend that the 


'Government is under any obligation 


whatever with regard to them or has 
given them anything in the shape of a 
monopoly. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN : The company con- 
tend that the Government has no right 
to compete with them without paying 
compensation. 


Mr. HANBURY : 


Oh ! the companies 
contend that; that is a very common 


thing indeed. My hon. friend went so 
far as to imply that there was some idea 
that their monopoly extended so far that 
it was hardly fair for us even to construct 
a cable between Canada and Australia. 
That idea is perfectly absurd. No 
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monopoly of that kind, or anything 
approaching it, can be claimed by the 
companies. I was glad that my hon. 
friend opposite and one or two Members 
below the gangway did show the 


immensely good results which have fol- | 


lowed the very friendly competition of 
the Pacific Cable scheme. That is really 
a very remarkable illustration. We are 


under great obligations to these com- | 
panies, and if they treat us fairly we are | 


bound to treat them fairly in return; 


and it is only when they try to create arti- | 


ficial monopolies or charge unduly high 


rates that we could at all fairly enter | 


into competition with them. That was a 
remarkable illustration, no doubt, which 
followed the suggestion of the Pacific Cable, 
in the fact which has been more than once 
alluded to, that whereas in 1897 a com- 


pany asked the Imperial Government to | 


guarantee a subsidy of £25,000 a vear for 
twenty years, and the Colonial Govern- 
ments to continue to pay £34,000 a year 
for ten or twenty years, and promised no 
reduced rates, and imposed some other 
stringent conditions, now we have practi- 
cally the same cables to the Cape and to 
Australia with no conditions, no subsidy, 
and reduced rates. I want to deal per- 
fectly frankly with these companies, and 
I am sure the House does too, and there- 
fore I should like to say that, apart from 


competition of this kind, the companies | 


have recently reduced their rates, and re- 
duced them very considerably, within the 
last nine years. In 1891, the rate to 
Hong Kong and Shanghai was 7s.; 
in 1897 it was reduced to 5s. 

1891, the rate to Penang was 5s., it is 
now reduced to 4s. 6d.; the rate to 
Singapore has been reduced from 
5s. 9d. to 4s. 6d.; to Japan, frem 10s. 8d. 
to 7s. 9d.; to the Cape from &s. 9d. in 
1890 to 4s. at present. These are sub- 
stantial reductions. 
to say they might be 
reduced, but at any rate 
to remember that during the last nine 
years the companies have made these very 
large reductions. My hon. friend com- 
plained of particular rates ; he complained 
especially of the rate to Egypt, the rate 
to West Africa, and the rate to India, and 
it is with those three rates I propose to 
deal. We have had some curious illus- 
trations afforded—some by the hon. 
Baronet and some by other Members of 
the House—of the kind of rates which 


still further 
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6d. ; in | 


It is quite possible | 


it is fair | 
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| to. Ithink my hon. friend mentioned the 
| ease of a halfpenny rate between France 
and Tunis and Algeria. I do not suppose 
‘that he himself expects that the com- 
| panies are going to give us a halfpenny 
rate for distances of that sort. What is 
the fact? France deliberately treats 
Tunis and Algeria as being a part of 
France itself, and all these rates are 
treated as interior rates. Moreover, 
these are Government cables, and the 
whole traffic between France and 
Tunis and Algeria is carried on at an 
enormous loss to the French Government. 
My hon. friend does not expect either the 
| British Government or these commercial 
companies to do their business at a loss 
like that, ' am sure. Then we have the 
/case quoued by my hon. friend behind 
me of the line to St. Petersburg 
from Vladivostok, with a fourpenny 
rate. That again is an interior rate, and 
to a great extent is a Government line. 
It is also the fact that all messages over 
that line have to be sent in open language, 
and that no code messages are allowed. 
[An Hon. MemBer: And it is a land 
telegraph.| Then there is the case my 
hon. friend has laid most stress upon, the 
ls. 5d. rate to St. Lonis. He said, “It is 
perfectly'monstrous that these cable com- 
panies should charge 6s. or 7s. to British 
colonies in West Africa when it is pos- 
sible for a Frenchman to send to his 
| colonies at a cost of 1s. 5d. per word.” 
'I think it is only fair that we should 
recollect that, in the first place and 
‘especially, the continuation of the line 
to St. Louis is a very different line for 
the cables. That for our colonial service 
along the West African coast has a great 
number of stations, and at those stations 
it is very expensive to get European 
workmen ; whereas there is only one set 
of European workmen at St. Louis. But 
what are the facts connected with the 
cable running between France and St. 
Louis?) The French rate is a very low 
'one, and when you get below a certain 
| place, two-thirds of the line belongs to the 
| French Government and one-third to the 
French National Company, which, I 
| believe, is really an English company. 
‘It is admitted that the service from 
Cadiz is carried on at a loss to the 
| Government concerned, and it is further 
| a fact that it is carried on at a great loss 
| to the company which owns a third inte- 
_rest in the cable. It is a fact that in 1898 


they expect these companies should agree | that company lost no less than £6,000. 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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Now I come to the case of India. There is|such as would be able to. meet the 
first the case of Egypt, and I am not going | increased traffic which would presumably 


for one moment to defend the monopoly 


these companies tried to acquire there. I | 


do not know whether it was justifiable or 
not, but I do know it is quite possible for 


the Br.tish and Egyptian Governments to | 


put an end to that. It is not a monopoly ; 


it is a privilege ; that is to say, when a 


concession is asked for for a new line the 
company has the right to say to the 


follow? I believe that at the present 
moment the position is this: that the 
Indo-European line could carry a great 
deal more, and I think it is very doubt- 
ful, at any rate, until we get the two. 
new routes—the line from Durban to 
Australia and the line from the Cape— 


. 


whether the Eastern line itself would be 


‘able to carry very much more Indian 


Egyptian Government, “ Give us the first | 


chance of making it.” 


That privilege | 


would entirely disappear if at any moment | 


the line between Suez and Suakin was 
bought up by either Government at a cost 
of £200,000. Although he has not men- 
tioned it to-night, my hon. friend is under 
some idea that the high rates to Egypt 
are maintained by the fact that in some 
way or other this company exercises con- 
trol over the cable running between Con- 
stantinople and Tripoli. ‘That is not the 
case. The company assure me that taey 
have absolutely no control whatever over 
the line ; they have never desired to buy it; 
they have never desired to lease it ; and 
at the present moment they have no more 
influence over that line than has my hon. 
friend himself. Now I come to the case 
of India, and I admit at once that the 
Indian case is a wholly exceptional one. 
Ido think that there the company have 
tried to create an artificial monopoly 
which was not in the public interest. 


'ment applies to 


That I frankly admit. I think the way in | 


which they, in the first place, gained prac- 
tical possession in 1877 of the Indo- 
European line, and then by a manceuvre, 
which was certainly ingenious, forced the 
Indian Government to come into 
pool with them—I say, it was very in- 
genious and crafty, but at any rate it 
does not put that company, so far as the 
rate to India is concerned, in a position 


the | 


to claim any very great consideration | 


from the Government. What is the case 
with regard to India? I am quite clear 
inmy own mind that India has a strong 
case. In the first place, there has been 
no reduction in the Indian rate for the 
last fourteen years. It was fixed at 4s. 
in 1886, and at 4s. it has remained ever 
since. Meanwhile all the trans-Indian 
rates have been very largely reduced, and 
the result has been no doubt to block the 
cables on this side of India. Therefore 
the question arises, even if the rates were | 


reduced to India, would the carrying | has enormously 


traffic. It will be able to carry a great 
deal more when it has to carry less 
African and Australian traffic, owing to 
the fact of the uwo new lines being con- 
structed. One hon. Member said that if 
the companies could afford to charge cheap 
rates for a section of the line, you have 
only to add the rates together and you 
would get a fair rate for the whole dis- 
tance. But you cannot arrive at what is 
a fair through rate by merely adding in- 
terior rates together. The interior rates 
of a country are based on a system both 
of short and long distances; that is to 
say, a claim is made that we can afford to 
send a message for a halfpenny a word in. 
England because a large number of those 


messages are short messages, but we could 


not undertake to send messages on a line 
from the south of England to the north 
of Scotland for the same price, because 
our calculations are not made on 
that basis. Exactly the seme argu- 
the line to India. 
It is not fair to add the interior rates 
together and say that they would amount 
to a fair through rate. However, the 
result of the negotiations which have 
taken place with the Indian Govern- 
ment—which I think has made a very 
good fight with the Cable Company—has. 
been already given by my hon. friend 
who spoke, I will not say on behalf of the 
company, but who, at any rate, put a 
more favourable view of them forward 


| than some Members have taken. I cannot 


say anything definitely or finally, because 
the agreement has not yet been signed, 
but, so far as I understand, it is practi- 


‘cally arranged that there should be at 


|once a reduction to 2s. 6d., and if the 


2s. 6d. rate brings in a certain number of 
messages, the rate will shortly be reduced 
to 2s. That is a considerable reduction, 
and it will go a long way to test the 


validity of the argument of those who 


say that just as the reduction of the rates 
increased the traffic 


capacity of the existing cables be | between Australia and this country, so a 
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reduction of rates will also largely 
increase the traffic between India and this 
country. Just one other word, if I have 
not already detained the House too long, 
with regard to the question of strategical 
cables. There again I think we owe a 
great debt to these companies. No 
doubt all-British cables are to a great 
extent a new and recent idea, but 
very much has already been done by the 
companies to meet the demands for 
strategic cables. It is interesting to note 
that nearly all their existing cables run 
along the main routes of trade, and 
therefore are more easily defended by our 
fleet. Of course we have got a British 
staff in nearly every foreign station, and 
even where those lines do touch at foreign 
stations in time of war they could be 
easily cut, and give us a complete all- 
British cable, even in those cases where 
cables are not at present ali-British. 
What has been done recently, and within 
the last few years? We have got a new 
line complete from the Cape to St. Helena 
and Ascension, all-British ; we have had 
a new line from Portheurno to Gibraltar, 
instead of touching at Lisbon; we have 
got a new line to Singapore and Hong 


Kong; we have got a new line from 
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Bermuda to Jamaica ; and we have in fact ' 


got all-British lines to Malta, Cyprus, 
Egypt, Aden, India, Ceylon, the Straits, 
Hong Kong, Zanzibar, British South 
Africa, Canada, Bermuda, and Jamaica. 
We have not got them at the present 
moment to the Cape; but we shall get 


them by this new line passing 
from Durban to Mauritius, and so 
up to the north, We _ have not 


got them to West Africa at present, 
but we shall get them when that line is 
completed; we have not got them to 
Australia at the present moment, but we 
shall get them when the new line is 
completed. And though, undoubtedly, 
we have not got them tothe West Indies, 
with the exception of Jamaica, there is 
only one important point there, St. 
Lucia, which is not in connection with 
England by an all-British cable, and that 
is being considered by the Government. 
Not only is it the case that we should get 
these all-British communications, but in- 
stead of depending upon single cables— 
certainly if we get this Pacific cable and 
this line from Durban to Australia—we 
should not only get these all-British 
cables duplicated, but probably triplicated 
and quadrupled. That is a very im- 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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portant consideration indeed. Then of 
course the last step which has been taken 
is the line running to St. Vincent and on 
to Ascension, St. Helena, and the Cape, 
I know the right hon. Baronet raised 
some difficulties, and said it was not an 
all-British cable, because of course it 
touches at St. Vincent--— 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: [admitted it 


Was an improvement. 


Mr. HANBURY: Oh, certainly ; but 
I rather think the right hon. Baronet 
was wrong in saying that the Portuguese 


do not allow us to have our own 
British subjects operating there. [ 
think these considerations show that 


generally, both from the commercial and 
from the strategic point of view, we 
really have not very much to complain of 
in the existing state of these cables. 
Rates have been reduced in a great many 
instances, and steps are being taken to 
give us strategical cables practically all 
over the world. Under these circum- 
stances my hon. friend has a motion 
asking for an inquiry. That motion is 
framed in very general terms, and | hope 
the inquiry by the Government will con- 
tinue to satisfy the hon. Member. I can 
assure him that the Government is 
making, and has been making for some 
time, inquiries and going into the subject 
of cable communication very thoroughly 
indeed. The hon. Member opposite is 
entirely mistaken in thinking that all the 
Departments are not working heartily 
together in this matter. There have been 
constant Departmental Committees, and 
all the Depar:ments of the Government 
are working in entire harmony with 
regard to the matter. I would ask my 
hon. friend not to press for a public 
inquiry for several reasons. In the first 
place, these cables are largely strategic. 
Is it wise that a Committee should go 
publicly into all these questions of 
strategic cables? There is also another 


consideration. I have stated the 
enormous advantages which _ this 
country possesses over other nations 


in the extent of our cables, and shown the 
great degree to which foreign nations 
depend upon British communications. Is 
it wise to parade this position before 
foreign nations? Is it not better, if we 
can, to continue to enjoy the opportunr 
ties which we still have, and not by 
parading our present advantages induce 
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other nations to greater jealousy ? 
assure the hon. Member that if he leaves 
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this matter in the hands of the Govern- | 


{22 May 1200} 


I can | telegraphy that any full discussion has 


1 


ment he leaves it in the hands of men | 


who take the greatest interest in the | 


subject, and who are determined to meet 


not only his views in the direction of 
cheap telegrams, but also the views of the 


right hon. Baronet with regard to strategic | 


cables. These lines of communication are 
of the greatest possible importance to us ; 
they are necessary for our trade; they 
are necessary for our arms; and in my 
opinion they are of more importance than 
even that, because, after all, these sub- 
marine lines are the true nerves of the 
Empire; they are the nerves by which 


all these colonies are brought into simul- 


taneous action with ourselves; they 
transmit to them almost in a moment of 
time those innumerable and unnumbered 
sympathies, those common 
common sorrows which are shared between 
the mother country, the mother land, and 
her many and distant daughters. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke): We have 
listened to a very long apology from the 
right hon. Gentleman, but I do not think 
his statement has been altogether satis- 
factory. The hon. Baronet the Member 


joys and! 
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taken place on the subject. I should also. 
like to compliment my right hon. friend 
the Secretary to the Treasury on the ease 
and rapidity with which he has mastered 
the complicated issues connected with this 
subject, and the versatility with which 
he has presented the difficult matters con- 
nected with it. But I think he made 
rather too much of the apparent inconsis- 
tencies which he seemed to think existed 
between my arguments and those of the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean in support of the resolu- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that I went in for ch»ap tariffs and those 
cables which presented commercial advan- 
tages, while the right hon. Baronet went in 
for strategic cables. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman will find it difficult to discover 
any strategic lines, the advantages of which 
do not equally apply to commercial cables. 
My right hon. friend intimated that we 
should have an inquiry by the Govern- 
ment. I think he was rather oblivious of 
the fact that the conduct of .the inquiry 
into the Indian tariff by the Government 
concerned has not been at all encouraging, 
and if we are to consider that an inquiry 


into this all-important matter is to be 


for Hythe has shown conclusively that in | 


agreat many respects the cable commu- 
nications of this country are in a very 
unsatisfactory condition, both for time of 
war and for time of peace. We are all 


constantly made by the chambers of 
commerce with regard to the high rates. 
The hon. Member has made a most 


conducted on the same lines, and to re- 
port with the same leisurely dignity, I do 
not think we shall be very much in 
favour of it. On the other hand, at 
this juncture, and considering the fact 


| that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


reasonable request that this matter should | 


be inquired into by a Select Committee. 
The Government have been willing to 
appoint Commissions on almost every- 
thing, and it is only reasonable when 
such a just case is brought forward as 
has been done to-night the Government 
should accede to the request. I do not 
think the right hon. Gentleman’s explana- 
tion has been satisfactory, and I hope the 
hon. baronet will show he is in earnest by 
pressing his motion to a division. 


*Sir EDWARD SASSOON: With the 
indulgence of the House I should like to 
say that the House ought to be congratu- 
lated upon the fact that this is the first 
time in its history since the invention of 





|of contingencies 


accustomed to the complaints that are | in dealing with the associated companies, 


shows a very considerable appreciation 
before they occur 


I am very loth to place any strain on the 
allegiance of the supporters of the 
Government—{“ Oh! oh !]—more espe- 
cially in view of the fact that a Com- 
mittee appointed at this stage of the 
session would not have the advantage of 
going very fully into the question. 


Therefore I must relu:tantly accept the 


proposal of my right hon. friend. Did 
I understand him to offer a Select Com- 
mittee ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Oh, no. I said the 


resolution asked for an inquiry, that we 
were perfectly willing to make that in- 
quiry, that that inquiry could not be 
by a Committee of the House, but by 
the Government in the different Depart- 
ments. 
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*Sirr EDWARD SASSOON : 
those conditions no Member of this 
House would have a right to ask for 
Papers or information, or to go into any 
matters connected with the inquiry. 
That would be highly unsatisfactory, 
and therefore I think I must go to a 
division. 


Adjournment of 
Under 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): My hon. friend who has just sat 
down appeared to be dissatisfied with the 
suggestion of the Secretary to the 
Treasury that the inquiry should be by 
Departmental Committee, or some other 
machinery than that provided by the 
ordinary Parliamentary Committee. He 
says that an inquiry from which 
Members of this House are excluded 
would be highly unsatisfactory. But my 
hon. friend must recolleet that we have 
mot merely to consider commercial 
interests in this matter, but also strategic 
interests. [I cannot imagine anying 
which would be less expedient from a 
public point of view than an inquiry by a 
Committee of this House into strategic 
considerations. All the evidence would 
have to be taken, all the witnesses would 
have to be called, all the publicity which 
inevitably and most properly attends 
Parliamentary Committees would have to 
be gone through. Under these circum- 
stances I hope my hon. friend will not 
think we are running counter to his 
wishes unnecessarily if we adhere to our 
view that the inquiry must be of a kind 
which would not give publicity to matters 
on which publicity is most inexpedient. 
Everything which he asks for in his 
resolution we are prepared to grant, but 
we cannot agree to a public inquiry, nor 
is that contained in the terms of his 
resolution. 


*Sir EDWARD SASSOON: On patriotic 
grounds, relying on the assurance of my 
right hon. friend, I beg leave to withdraw 
the resolution. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES). 
Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the operation of the 


Law by which hospitals and other institu- 


{COMMONS} 
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tions for the care and treatment of the 
sick, or of those afflicted in mind or body, 
are liable to local rates, and to report 
whether under any and what conditions 
it is for the public interest that such 
hospitals and institutions, or any of them. 
should be exempted wholly or in part 
from such liability in future. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of :—Mr. Bonsor, Dr. Farquharson; 
Mr. Hayes Fisher, Sir Cameron Gull, Sir 
John Maclure, Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Pickers- 
gill, Mr. Round, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Tomlinson, Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. 
Warr, and Sir James Woodhouse.—(Sir 
William Walrond.) 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 

The Select Committee on Registration 
of Firms Bill was nominated of :—Mr 
Michael Austin, Mr. Emmott, Sir Robert 
Finlay, Mr. Vicary Gibbs, Mr. H. D. 
Greene, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Holland, Sir 
Seymour King, Mr. Monk, Mr. Palmer, 
Sir James Rankin, Sir Albert Rollit, and 
Sir John Stirling-Maxwell. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—- 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


(1882) 


AND _ SPIRIT 
(IRELAND) 


BEER 
GROCERS’ 
(No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported; 

as amended, to be considered upon 

Thursday. 


RETAILERS’ 
LICENCES 


BILL. 
read the 


COLONIAL SOLICITORS 


As amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Wednesday, 23rd May, 1900. 


| FARNWORTH URBAN _ DISTRICT 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | COUNCIL BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
ie inlet pick een 'on Police and Sanitary ne Bills 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOU Section A), with Amendments ; Report 

hppa eens see eee . lie upon a Table, and to be printed. 
Queen’s consent signified; read the | 
third time, and passed, with Amendments. HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 

Reported from ‘the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section B), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RHYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 
| WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 
As amended, considered ; to be read| Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
the third time. to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ST ALBANS WATER BILL. GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 
As amended, considered ; a clause and AS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 
schedule added; Amendments made;, “4% ae a ao ek. 
E Bill to be read the third time. Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


4 COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE | 


COMPANY BILL [Lords]. ee 
MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. PETITIONS. 
ROTHERHITH E AND RATCLIFF 
TUNNEL BILL [Lords]. COMPANIES BILL. 


a] © ; ‘ >, j >, o,e 
Read a second time, and committed. Petition from Huddersfield, for altera- 


ion ; i he Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL “0? 3 4 Hie upon the Table 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


COUNTY COURTS BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, for altera- 


ELECRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL “05 t lie upon the Table. 


ORDERS (No. 9) BLLL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
d — (No 9) Bil ae Rieke) FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 

ae ii x delice: Petitions against, from Master Bakers 

BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE'S. AND | Of Central Hackney ; Dulwich ; Wands- 

LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. | worth; Mile End; Kennington; Brix- 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report ton ; Battersea ; West St. Pancras; North 

; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed | Hackney; and South Islington ; to lie 
; P ‘| upon the Table. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 7). | 
: aces | GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
Mr. W. H. HoLianp reported from the ABOLITION BILL. 


Committee on Group 7 of Railway Bills,| Petition from Greenock, in favour ; to 
That, there being no business ready for | lie upon the Table. 

the consideration of the Committee, they | 
had adjourned till Friday, at half-past 


Heven of the clock. | Petition from Bristol, in favour ; to lie 
Report to lie upon the Table. | upon the Table. 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtu Series. } 2P 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION BILL. 


Petition from Hedworth, Monkton, and 
Jarrow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


INCEST BILL. 
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LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS _ {SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS T0 
(WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) | CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
BILL. | Petitions in favour, from Bonnybrigg ; 
Petitions in favour, from Tollington | Aberdeen ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon 
Park ; West Green; General Union of | the Table. 
Weavers and Textile Workers; Roth- | 
well ; Birkdale ; Stockton-on-Tees ; and | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Boston ; to lie upon the Table. CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
| Petitions against, from Edinburgh and 
LUNACY BILL. | Leith; and Falkirk; to lie upon the 
| Table. 
SEA FISHERIES REGULATION SCOT. 
LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 


| 
| Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie 
| 
| 


Petitions for alteration, from Wands- 
worth and Clapham ; and Carlisle ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petition from Poplar, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


upon the Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 
PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EX- | Petitions for legislation, from Worksop - 
TENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. | Sculcoates ; Stratton ; and Poplar ; to le 
Petition of the Royal, Parliamentary, | upon the Table. Ps 
and Police Burghs of Scotland, in favour ; | 
to lie upon the Table. | SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


4. 





PAUPER IMBECILES AND EPILEPTICS| Petitions in favour, from Halifax 
(MAINTENANCE IN SEPARATE IN. | (three); Lowestoft; Wetherby; and 
STITUTION). | Bristol ; to lie upon the Table. ~ 
Petition from Kendal, for legislation ; | 


to lie upon the Table. TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


_ Petition from Montrose, against, to lie 

PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) upon the Table. 
LATER OPENING BILL. | 
Petition from Kilmarnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 
Petition from Manchester, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN, 
IRELAND. 

Petitions against establishment, from SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE—COM- 

Stirling ; and Linlithgow ; to lie upon the | MITTEES—ASCENSION DAY. 

Table. THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS E.): [rise to move, “ That Committees 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2: BILL. do not sit to-morrow, being Ascension 
Petitions in favour, from Sheffield; Day, until two of the clock.” This is in 
North and West Finchley ; London ; Gar- | accordance with the practice extending 
forth ; Marylebone ; Nottingham ; Lowes- | over a good many years past, and, as a 
toft ; Halifax (two); Stoke Newington ;| rule, the motion is carried sub silentio, 
Kelvedon; Wetherby; Margate; Salis- | andthoughdivisions have been taken upon 
bury ; Doncaster ; Fulham; Bristol ; | it, it has been always carried. If I am 
Taunton (seven) ; Middleton ; Lochgelly ;| departing from that practice, it is because 
Netherton ; Heaton Norris ; Bristol and | of certain circumstances which have arisen 
Bath ; Liverpool ; and Wakefield (two) ;| which make it desirable that the House 
to lie upon the Table. | should consider its position in this matter. 
| The circumstances to which I refer relate 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO. to the Grand Committees of this House 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. AND SUNDAY and the Joint Committees of the two 
CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. | Houses; but before explaining how that 
Petition from Michaelstone, in favour ;| matter stands, 1 may remind the House 


to lie upon the Table. of what the history of this motion is. It 
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was moved first in the year 1604, I think, 
and carried. It was next moved in 1614, 
and on that occasion it was not carried. 


Then there was an interval going over 


from 1614 to 1849 —a large gap 
during which no motion of the kind 
was made. In 1849 it was not moved 
by the Government, but by a private 
Member, 'though the Government accepted 
it. I will tell the House exactly what 
was done from year to year since that 
time. After 1849 it was not moved until 
1856. It was moved again in 1857. It 
was not moved in 1858, 1859, and 1860. 
It was moved in 1861,I think, and in 
1862, but not in 1863 or 1864. 
was moved in 1865-66-67, but not in 
1868-69. In 1870 it was moved, and 
also in 1871. In 1872 it was moved and 
negatived, and in 1873 it was moved 
again and carried, and since then the 
practice has been unbroken. Now, that 
being the rather variegated histor vy of 
this motion, I come to the particular 
difficulties to which I adverted in the 
opening sentences of these remarks. First, 
as to the Grand Committees, no doubt 
the difficulty could be got over by doing 
with regard to them what in former days 
used to be done with regard to other 
Committees—that is, giving them per- 
mission to sit to a later hour. They had 
to ask for permission, but that permission 
was seldom refused. 
matter of course. The Grand Committees 
however, are now so large, or may be so 
large, that they really consist of a large 
fraction of the House, and I am told that 
it is in contemplation in the course of the 
present session, in order to get through 
the work before them rapidly, on public 
grounds, to have two Grand Committees 
sitting on the same day. If two Grand 
Committees were to sit on the same day, 
[suppose the joint numbers would pro- 
bably not be less than one hundred Mem- 
bers, probably more. I think it will be 
admitted that that is a very large frac- 
tion of the House to withdraw from our 
debates while the House is sitting. The 
second point relates to the Joint Com- 
mittees of this House and the House of 
Lords. We have now, I think, no less 
than four of these Joint Committees sit- 
ting. The House of Lords now meets at 
a different hour from this House, and in 


{23 May 1900} 


Then it | 


It was given as a. 


‘we have pursued. 


| 
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Ascension Day. 


( why a Committee should press on with its 
work, that Committee does sit at the 
ordinary hour—half-past eleven—and the 
other Committees would adjourn till two 
o’clock. Now the question is, when a 
Committee of this House meets a Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords, which 
practice is to prevail? I believe it is laid 
down in Sir Erskine May’s work on Par- 


liamentary practice that the House of 


Lords Committee determines the time 
and the extent of the sitting of the Joint 
Committee. If that is to be taken as 


| a conclusive statement of the law on the 


subject, it would be in the power of the 
House of Lords to overrule the 
resolution of the House of Commons 
passed with regard to Ascension Day. 
I myself am in doubt as to whether that 
is the true view of the case. I should 
rather have conjectured that the Members 
of the House of Commons sitting with 
the Lords and constituting a Joint Com- 
mittee would be bound by any resolution 
passed by this House with regard to 
the sitting of its Committees. In that 
case the House of Lords might order 
their Committees to meet at half-past 
eleven, whereas the House of Commons 
part of the Committee would be pre- 
cluded from sitting till two o’clock. The 
matter of the Joint Committees was 
brought to my notice because, 1 under- 
stand, one of these Committees, being 
extremely anxious on public grounds to 
hasten the work entrusted to them, has 
been summoned already for half-past 
eleven to-morrow. If, therefore, this re- 
solution is passed they will not be sum- 
moned till two o’clock, and the result 
will be to cause considerable inconvenience 
to those interested in a rapid decision. 
That is the whole case. I have explained 
to the House that the practice, which is 
an unbroken practice all through my Par- 
liamentary life, is that the House of 
Commons should not meet or Ascension 
Day till two o'clock. It rests with the 
House to decide now which alternative it 
will adopt—the policy which the House 
of Lords has pursued or the policy that 
I, therefore, though 
moving this customary resolution, shall 
not make it a Government matter. I 
shall follow the course which Mr. Glad- 
stone took in 1873, after the resolution 


recent years they have allowed each of | had been rejected in the previous year, 
their Committees to decide whether they ! and repeat, with him, that I do not urge 


shall sit or shall not sit toa later hour. 


the motion with the “authority belonging 


So that if there is any particular reason | to the Government, but in deference to 


SPs 








1019 


precedent uninterrupted in recent years. 
{ beg to move. 


Sittings of the House— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That Committees do not sit To-morrow, | 


being Ascension Day, until Two of the 
clock.” —(Mr. Balfour.) 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I am always anxious to carry out the 
wishes of the Leader of the House when 
it is possible. I am convinced by the 
very able speech which he has just made 


that. I should carry out his wishes by | 
The right hon. | 
Gentleman is in this terrible position, | 


opposing his motion. 


that he himself sees the objections to 


carry a motion that the House should | 
not meet till two of the clock on Ascen- | 
to their convictions. 
/point I would submit to the right hon. 


sion Day. Although he does not want 
to break through the precedent esta- 
blished since 1873, yet he furnishes the 
House with good practical arguments 
why we should do so. I confess I was 


very much astonished at the historical 
retrospect the right hon. Gentleman gave 
us, because up till now we always sup- | 
posed that this motion had been moved 
ever since the days of the Witenagemot. 
It now appears that it was only moved in 


1604, and not again till 1614, when, how- 
ever, it was not accepted. Then there 
was a lapse of two centuries, and not 
again till 1849 wasit moved. Even since 
that year there have been a good many 


lapses, and only from 1873 can it be said | 
then there is often practically no Com- 
| mittee. 


that the usage and practice was esta- 
blished. The right hon. Gentleman has 
pointed out to us that, if Sir Erskine May 


is right, and we pass this motion, there is | 


a danger of our getting into a very serious 
difficulty with the House of Lords. That 
I am always against. If May is right we 
shall possibly find ourselves in this posi- 
tion in regard to Joint Committees of the 


House of Lords and the House of Com- | 
mons: that the House of Lords section | 
of the Committee may sit at half-past | 


eleven, while the House of Common section 
cannot sit till two, and therefore the House 
of Lords Committee may pass through 
a Bill between half-past eleven and two 
o'clock when no Member of the House of 
Commons will be present. Then with 
regard to the Grand Committees, the 
right hon. Gentleman pointed out that 
even now a vast number of Members are 
engaged on these Grand Committees, and 
if two sat on the same day there might 
be a majority of Members absent from 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. “ay 


{COMMONS} 
' this House. 


/ready for 
| circumstances I really do think that, after 


Ascension Day. 1020 


The only way the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to meet the 
difficulty was by allowing the (Grand 
Committees to sit on longer, that is, to 
eat more into the time that they ought 
to be here. I have observed that hon. 
Members of the House do not listen to 
the debates, but go into the smoking- 
room, or into the lobbies, or go on the 
terrace until the Whips tell them to go 
in and vote, without having listened to 


| the arguments for and against the ques- 


tion before the House. The proposal of 
the right hon. Gentleman will only en- 
courage hon. Members in that course. 
When a division is called they will rush 
downstairs and say to the Whip, “On 
which side are we to vote?” and then 
they will quite likely vote quite contrary 
There is one other 


Gentleman which he himseli did not urge, 
and that is in regard to Private Bill Com- 


| mittees. Now, Private Bill Committees are 
' most expensive things to litigants. The 


lawyers in this House do not practise 
before Private Bill Committees, but still, 
they may have a fellow-feeling with their 
brothers in law whose briefs are all 
marked with a good round sum, and who 
get a good refresher whether they go in 


| at eleven o'clock or at two o'clock. But 
|at the same time a vast number of wit- 
| nesses have to be brought up, and it becomes 
|a most costly proceeding when the Com- 


mittee does not meet till two, and even 


I always listen to the right hon. 
Gentleman, and I always come here with 
an open mind. I confess that very 
seldom does he convince me, but I am 
conviction. Under these 


the way in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself has put the matter, and the 
reasons which he has brought forward 
against his own motion, we would be 
only carrying out the wishes of the right 
hon. Gentleman if we voted against it 


and put an end to the somewhat foolish 


habit of postponing the meeting of the 


| House until two o’clock on Ascension 


Day. It is said that we do this in order 
that we may go to church. [An Hon. 
MEMBER : Hear, hear! | I should like to 
know if that hon. Gentleman goes to 


‘church. [An Hon. Member: Yes.| Well, 
| how many do go to church ? 


I am not an 
‘expert in these matters myself, but I am 
told that, generally speaking, the ordinary 
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service commences at eleven, and I am | except that the answers are put on record, 
credibly informed that in almost all |and embodied in the press reports. 
churches the service ceases before twelve That the first hour and a half of the 
o'clock. I hope that the House will | sitting is not very important is notorious, 
carry out the wishes of the Leader of the because a large number of Members do 
House, and put an end, once for all, to | not come down here till afterwards ; and 
this silly resolution. | my hon. friend the Member for Tiverton 
| is careful to note in his circular to his 

Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): I | followers the particular hour when it is 
am not at all surprised that my right | important that Members should be in 


hon. friend should have moved this 
motion in somewhat doubtful terms, for 
it is quite clear from what was said, and 
from considerations which must be | 
familiar to many of us, that there must be | 
some measure of inconvenience in adjourn- 
ing the Commuttees for one day—an incon- 
venience to litigants, and, to some extent, 
to the members of the Committees them- 
selves. But I think my right hon. friend 
exaggerated that part of his case. 
quite true that the House of Lords has 
been in the practice of allowing its Com- 
mittees to adjourn without making any 
positive order ; but it is well known that 
the Committee work in the other House 
is less burdensome and of smaller concern 
than that in the Commons Committees. 
Moreover, the House of Lords does recog- 
nise the day in a much more complete 
manner than the House of Commons, 
because the House itself adjourns over 
Ascension Day. So that the argument of 
my right hon. friend is not quite so 
strong as he put it. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that the Grand Com- 


mittees are now numerous bodies, and | 


that if two sat on the same day more than 
a hundred Members would be withdrawn 
from the House. I do 
right hon. Gentleman has had experience 
of these Grand Committees. If he had he 
would have known that there are very 
seldom more than twenty-two or twenty- 
three members actually present. Yester- | 
day I was sitting on one, and for a large | 
part of the time there was a bare quorum | 
of twenty, so that I do not think that the | 
discussions in this House would suffer in | 
the great degree which my right hon. | 
friend anticipates, even if two Grand | 
Committees were sitting on the same day. | 
Then, everybody knows that the first hour 

and a half of the sitting of the House is | 
by no means the most important part of | 
our deliberations. A great portion of it | 
Is devoted to Private Bills, which | 
generally pass without opposition ; and | 
the rest is devoted to questions, no doubt | 
of interest, but of no great public moment, | 


It is | 


| o'clock. 


not think the | 


their places ; sometimes, indeed, he asks 
them to come three or four hours before 
he really needs them. That in itself 
shows that the first hour or two is not a 
matter of very great moment, and Mem- 
bers can very well afford once or twice a 
year to spend them in the Committee 
room upstairs. I do not think my right 
hon. friend gives sufficient weight to the 
fact that the sitting of the Committees 
interferes with the wishes of those hon. 
Members who desire to attend church. It 
is not guite true that it is possible to 
attend church and be in this House at 
twelve o'clock. As a matter of fact most 
of those Members of the House who go 
to church will be in church at twelve 
I know that to barristers 
practising before the Committees it 
would be inconvenient if the Committees 
sat at twelve. My right hon. friend 
says that this is not a very ancient 
practice ; but if he had carried his investi- 
gations a little further, he would have 
found that there was very good reason 
why the adjournments had been so rare 
between the middle of the seventeenth 
century and the beginning of the nine- 
teenth. It was that, for a great part of 
the time, this House was very rarely in 
session on Ascension Day ; the sessions 
of Parliament took place in winter. 


| Another reason was that that period 
| was precisely the same period of great 


ecclesiastical depression in England, 
when ali religious duties were neglected 
to an extent that would now be thought 
scandalous, although there was even then 
a good deal of formal religion. This 
adjournment over Ascension Day is part 
and parcel of the revival of religious 
interest for which the present century 
is so prominently and honourably dis- 
tinguished. Are we in this House to 
give up any association with that religious 
revival by the recognition of religious 
practices and observances ? There are a 
great many practices and ceremonies of 
the House which are not defensible on 
grounds of mere utility. Why, Mr. 
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Speaker, you wear a wig! It is not 
necessary for the reason attributed to the 


Sittings of the House— 


{COMMONS} 


miller’s head-gear ; but it adds a certain | 
‘nition of what Churchmen set a high 


dignity to Parliamentary proceedings. 
Then there is the Mace on the Table, 
which is also an ancient and honourable 
symbol. And so there are these adjourn- 
ments over Ash Wednesday and Ascen- 
sion Day, which, perhaps, are not impor- 


| value upon and importance to. 


tant from a merely utilitarian point of | 
view, but are important as solemn recogni- | 
tions of the religious beliefs and convic- | 


tions of a large number of our countrymen. 
I would point out, also, that while we 
have an Established Church, we are more 
or less bound to follow the religious 
customs of that Church ; and according to 
the English Church Ascension Day is a 
festival of the greatest magnitude. It 
ranks second after Easter among the four 
great Church festivals. Surely it is 
not desirable that this House should 
not continue to mark that great 
day, and revert to the more negli- 
gent practice of former times—a 
practice which was abandoned largely 
through the influence of Mr. Gladstone 
and the respect he commanded in the 
House. I would regret the loss of the 
motion the more because the custom of 


keeping Ascension Day is by no means 
so common and so marked as the for- 


mulary of the Church enjoins. I heard 
the other day of a curious instance of 
this negligence. Even in so prominent a 
church as the Temple Church, which 
ought to be a leader in such matters, 
there is no morning service—a very dis- 
creditable pieze of neglect, which I hope 
the barristers in this House will bring 
prominently to notice. It illustrates that 
even on the very spot on which the 
religious revival originated Ascension 
Day is not observed as the Church insists 
it ought to be. I think it would be re- 
gretted if the House should take the lead 
in introducing a more negligent practice 
in the observance of Ascension Day. 
Some people think that because we have 
an Established Church we must_neces- 
sarily have a system of State control over 
the Church. That is not my opinion. I 
have always thought and believed, and it 
is a sound opinion founded from induc- 
tion of a large number of instances, that 
the State recognition of an Established 
Church necessarily involves the solemn 
recognition of observances of this kind. 
The Coronation of the Sovereign is one 
example, and the prayers with which the 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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sittings of this House are opened isanother, 
and many more could be pointed out. 
t is part and parcel of the solemn recog- 


Those 
who are supporters of the Established 
Church should vote for the motion, and I 
entertain the strong hope that the House 
will accept it, and that the practice of 
recent years will be continued. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): It was very interesting to listen 
to the very weighty argument, from his 
point of view, which has just been 
addressed to the House by the noble 
Lord ; but, for my part, I am very curious 
to know what will be the action of the 
Leader of the House, who moved the 
resolution, and whether he himself is 
going to vote for it. That will have 
more influence with his follexers than the 
arguments with which he supported the 
motion. The noble Lord said that most 
Members who attend church to-morrow 
would be in church at twelve o'clock. 
But how many Members does he consider 
will attend church, whether this resolu- 
tion is passed or not? I doubt whether 
ten Members will attend. {Hon. MeEm- 
BERS: Oh, oh!] Well, I will put it 
higher—whether a tenth part of the 
Members of this House will attend church 
to-morrow, whether the House adjourns 
to-morrow or not. It does seem to me 
that this question has been brought down 
to a farce, because if the House did not 
adjourn for Ascension Day for 235 years, 
from 1614 till 1849, surely we can get 
along well enough without doing it now. 
The noble Lord said that many barristers 
wanted to attena church on Ascension 
Day, but that is contradicted by the fact 
that the Temple Church is closed on that 
day. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: To the great 


discontent of many barristers. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I never heard of 
that before. I am persuaded that even 
fewer barristers desire to attend church 
to-morrow than Members of the House of 
Commons. But the particular reason for 
my rising is to express my anxiety that 
the Standing Committee on Trade, at all 
events, should be allowed to sit to-morrow 
at the usual time. We have a very im- 
portant Government Bill before us, and I 
feel that if we do not sit to-morrow that 
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Bill will be hung up until after Whitsun- 
tide, and a very considerable delay wiil be 
caused. We already have had consider- 
able delays. We were supposed to sit 
last Monday week, but we did not. Then 
we thought we would sit last Thursday, 







no chairman, and again we were not able 
to sit. I think it is intolerable that a 
large Committee like that should have a 
whole sitting suspended because a chair- 







the right hon. the Leader of the House, 






to decide whether they should sit or not 
on Ascension Day. 







like business men ; and if it were left to 
them not five Members would object to 
sitting to-morrow at the usual hour. I 
hope this will be the last motion made on 
this subject. 










ment, but simply vote against the 
motion. 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 





Thanet): This is a customary motion 
by which Members of the House give 
effect to a recognition of the Church; 
but I think Hon. 
passed through the streets to-day, and 
have noticed the national enthusiasm 
which has been evoked by the birthday 
of Her Majesty must have wondered why 
this House does not accord’ the same 
recognition of the State. 












there are many who are not Churchmen 
who may object to being called upon to 
give a distinct and exclusive recognition 
of the Church while they are denied a 








institutions of Church and State should 
not be simultaneously recognised. 
recollect few occasions 
Majesty’s birthday was not celebrated 







it was very shabby to ignore the actual 





Saturday, which is a half-holiday at any 
rate. I am certain that great good would 
have been achieved throughout Her 
Gracious Majesty’s reign if opportunity 
had been given to her subjects to rejoice 
annually in connection with that occasion. 
This, the mother of Parliaments, is, I be- 










Majesty’s wide dominions which has not 


{23 May 1900} 


but owing to somebody’s blunder we had | 
s y 


man wasnot appointed. After the speech of | 


if we are to continue this practice, I 
think it should be left to each Committee | 


The Standing Com- | 
mittee on Trade want to be at business | 


I will not move an Amend- | 


Members who have | 


As a Church- | 
man I shall vote for this motion, but | 


recognition of the Head of the State. | 
I see no reason why the great twin. 


I can | 
on which Her | 


on a Saturday, and I have always thought | 


amiiversary and to fix upon a day like | 
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| celebrated this auspicious occasion by an 
| adjournment amidst the most enthusiastic 
| demonstration of loyalty. I find in 
|“ May”—the work to which we all 
| look for guidance—that in May, 1864, 
May, 1865, and June, 1869, when the 
day selected for the celebration was in 
each instance a Wednesday, the House 
adjourned over the day, and, so far as 
'I can ascertain, these were the only 
| occasions within recent history when Her 
Majesty’s birthday was celebrated on 
other than a Saturday, and the Legislature 
marked its sense of the importance of the 
occasion by adjourning. I hope my right 
hon. friend, when he obtains the sanction 
of the House to this recognition of the 
Church, will at once move that the House 
do forthwith adjourn in order to show 
sympathy with the universal feeling of 
loyalty which we see around us. Pre: 
cedents are afforded by the action of Lord 
Palmerston and Mr. Gladstone on the 
occasions I have mentioned; and my 
right hon. friend will do well to move that 
the House forthwith adjourn with a view 
to enable hon. Members to join in the 
national commemoration, which is univer- 
sal throughout the Empire. 


Ascension Day. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): I 
merely wish to point out that while Ash 
Wednesday is a Church day, Ascension 
Day is regarded by all Christians. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I made a few remarks on 
this subject last year, and I only wish to 
renew my objection to the motion before 
the House. The very great inconvenience 
of this motion was then brought most 
forcibly before me when at that time 
presiding over the Grand Committee on 
Trade, with an important Bill before it. 
Of course, we are supposed to commemo- 
rate one of the great landmarks of the 
Christian faith. I would be the last to 
detract from any such commemoration, 
but there are other more suitable ways of 
| doing so than by putting the Committees 
upstairs to great inconvenience and ex- 
pense. After all, this is not an imme- 
morial practice. In the diary of one of 
| your predecessors, Mr. Speaker — Mr. 
| Speaker Denison—it is recorded that 
| the House declined to make this order 
| with respect to its Committees on Ascen- 
| sion Day, and he went on to say that he 


| 


lieve, the only Legislature throughout Her | entirely approved of that course, and 
I had the 


, that it was a right decision. 
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honour of being one of Mr. Denison’s | tian does—to reverencethisparticular day, 
constituents, and knew him well; and | let him go to church at an early hour in 
no more loyal member of the Church of | the morning, and not delay business. 
England, or more religiously inclined 

man ever existed. The right hon. the} Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): A good 
Leader of the House isa Scotchman, and he | deal has been said with regard to the in- 
knows very well that this particular event | convenience which may be caused in con- 
is very differently esteemed and honoured, | nection with the Grand Committee. It 
if I may use the phrase, in Scotland from | may satisfy some hon. Members to know 
what it is in England ; and the Scotch are | that at the last sitting of that Committee 
not inferior to ourselves in their attach- | arrangements were made in view of the 
ment to religion. The practice of setting | adoption of this resolution. I would sug- 


Ascension Day. 


aside all the work of the Committees of | gest that there is greater inconvenience 
the House on Ascension Day is one which | in changing an established custom of the 


in my opinion should be more honoured | 
in the breach than in the observance. | 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON  (Bel- 
fast, S.): L rise with very great pleasure | 
to support the motion made by the right | 
hon. the Leader of the House, but it I} 
may say so without disrespect, I should like | 
to support it more earnestly and emphati- | 
cally than he has done. I think it is 
most unfortunate that at this great erisis | 
in the Empire’s history there should 
be any hesitancy or weakness shown in 
upholding the religious sentiment of , 
the country, and emphasing by a vote of 
the House of Commons one of the great 
cardinal points in the life history of 
Christ. The right hon. Member < for 
Thanet has spoken of adjourning on the 
Queen’s birthday. I should like to 
remind the House that to-morrow, be- 
sides being Ascension Day, is the eighty- 
first birthday of our Gracious Sovereign ; 
and that is an additional reason why the 
motion should be adopted. I hope that 
the House will not, at this time of day, 
show to the Empire znd to the world 
that we are hecoming careless of those 
religious observances of which the noble 
Lord has spoken. I have the greatest 
pleasure in supporting the motion. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I regard 
these motions with regard to Ascension 
Day as foolish. You have hon. Members 
voting for them who do not go to church 
at all. 1 am told that not 10 per cent., 
probably not 5 per cent., of the Members 
of this House go to church on Ascen- 
sion Day. [Cries of “Oh!”] Well, say 
even 20 per cent. go. I wish to know 
why the remaining 80 per cent. should be 
inconvenienced, and why public business | 
should be delayed, causing enormous loss 
to litigants. These motions are absurd. 
If one desires—as, of course, every Chris- | 

Mr. John Ellis. 


' Belfast, 
conscientious 


House at the last moment and without 
full notice. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I desire to give the reasons why I 
do not intend to participate in the coming 
division, In the first place, I do not pro- 
pose to vote against the motion, because 
I quite recognise that there are a good 
many hon. Gentlemen in this House 
who, like the hon. Member for South 
hold extremely strong and 
convictions upon these 
matters. Those convictions ought to be 
respected to the fullest extent, and cer- 
tainly they are by me. On the other 
hand, it is quite true that postponing the 
hour of the meeting of these Committees 
causes a great deal of inconvenience not 
only to Members of this House but to a 
large number of people who have come 
over from Ireland to appear before the Com- 
mittees—people who do not take the same 
view of the matter as the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for South Belfast and 
his friends. There is thus something to 
be said on both sides of the question. I 
have the greatest possible sympathy for 
the hon. Member for South Belfast and 
those who desire to assert on every occa- 
sion the strong Christian feeling of this 
country. That feeling is magnificent, but 
I must say I cannot altogether under- 
stand the action of gentlemen who upon 
occasions like this strongly assert their 
Christianity and refer to the teachings of 
the Divine Saviour, and do all in their 
power to impress the world with the idea 
that their Christianity is as strong as 
ever it was, and yet at the same time 
give all their assistance and support to 


‘the slaughtering and destroying of an 


essentially Christian people. 


*Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow): I think the hon. Gentleman 
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who opposes the motion on the ground 
that hon. Members do not go to church 
can hardly be in a position to state what 
percentage of Members on this side of 
the House do attend these services. 
My object in rising is to call attention to 
the growing practice in other countries, 
and especially in Germany—with which 
we are such good friends just now—of 
observing these days. I heard from an 
official German last night that Germans 
were astonished at the little attention we 
pay to Ascension Day. In their country 
all the public offices and law courts are 
closed, and the day is observed as a 
general holiday. I shuuld like to draw 
the attention of the Government to that 
fact. I think it is a very good precedent 
for them to follow, even if they are not 
ina position to adopt the suggestion of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Thanet that the House should at once 
adjourn in order to duly celebrate the 
Queen’s birthday. We know how little 
attention is paid to the festivals of the 
Church in Scotland, for, on the Scotch 
Local Government Act, the Member for 
Mid-Lanarkshire moved that it should be 
lawful for County Councils to sit on 
Christmas Day. 


Sittings of the House— 


Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said it was not very satisfac- 
tory to many hon. Members that already 
more than an hour should have been 
wasted in the discussion of this matter. 
He did not himself intend to take up 
much time, but he would like to point 
out that, during the present session, the 
House of Commons had done many things 
which had not tended to raise it in the 
estimation of the nation. They were 
like the ostrich who buried its head in 
the sand and thought it thus concealed it- 
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self from observation. It was pretty 
apparent why this debate was being pro- 
longed. There were two items on the 
Order Paper, and the discussion on the 
first need not take very long. 


Ascension Day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
not competent for the hon. Member to 
discuss the Orders of the Day which are 
to come on after this motion. 


Mr. DAVID MacIVER said he did 
not propose to discuss them, but he 
thought it would be most unfortunate if 
the Government allowed the impression 
to get abroad that they had encouraged 
long speeches on the part of their sup- 
porters in order to avoid a certain Bill 
being debated, and to prevent discussions 
upon a matter in which the outside public 
were deeply concerned. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
I do not intend to make a long speech, 
but I rise to correct an observation which 
fell from the hon. Member for the Rush- 
cliffe Division of Nottinghamshire with 
regard to the practice of Scotland. I 
find, from a volume which I hold in my 
hands, that the arguments now being 


poured forth against the observance of 
Ascension Day were urged with still 


greater violence in 1877 against the 
observance of Good Friday in London. I 
find it stated also that the closing of 
shops on Good Friday in London was 
brought about by a Scotch Bishop—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Question put. 


The 106 ; 


Noes, 100. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 134.) 


AYES. 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Barry, Sir FrancisT. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H. (Bristol | 
Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 


Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
| Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe (Heref’d 


Crilly, Daniel 

Curzon, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geotirey 


| Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 


Ffrench, Peter 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 





Fletcher, Sir Henry 


| Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
| Galloway, William Johnson 

Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 


Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibney, James 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb ry 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 





1031 


Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Swans. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. J. (Kent) 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. E. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Maclver, Sir L. (Edinbu’gh, W 
M‘Killop, James 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank,SirPowlettChas. Jno. 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptfrd 


Procedure—Motions 





Muntz, Philip A. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Anstruther, H. 'T 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baird, John GeorgeAlexander 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Billson, Alffed 

Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 





Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight | 
Crawley, Frederick 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Commins, Andrew 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert, | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond — |} 
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Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’!) 


Robinson, Brooke 

Round, James 

Sandon, Viscount 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop(Staylyb 
Staniey, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 


NOES, 


| Flynn, James Christopher 


Fry, Lewis 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lea, Sir Thomas (Londonderry 


| Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 


Leng, Sir Jolin 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lough, Thomas 

Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Cartan, Michael 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, Wiiliam (Antrim, N.) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Private Members, kc. 
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Stock, James Henry 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'd Uniy, 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col, A.C. E(Tauntn 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


TKLLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Lord Hugh Cecil and Mr. 
William Johnston. 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R.( Lanes. Newton) 
Pilkington,SirG. A. (LanesSW 
Pinkerton, John 

Randell, David 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Royas, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, '. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Win. H. 
Wason, Eugene 

Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


NOES :— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Lambert 
Maddison. 


PROCEDURE—MOTIONS BY PRIVATE) whether such a motion, if made by an 


MEMBERS WITHOUT 


order of this House. 


some question as a matter 


NOTICE 
IMMEDIATE ADJOURNMENT. 
*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : 

submit to your judgment, Mr. Speaker, a | 

question which involves the practice and | 

I imagine that a 

motion could now he made by the Leader 

of this House that this House do forthwith | 
adjourn, though perhaps there might be 


FOR 


recognised 


| when 
notice. 


of precedent 





| unoftticial Member without notice, could 
| be put from the Chair. 
I desire to| your attention, Mr. Speaker, to page 
334 of Sir Erskine May’s universally 
work 
in which he lays down the occasion 
motions 
Sir 
motions have been made without notice 
regulating the adjournment of the House. 


I would draw 


upon this question, 


can be made without 
Erskine May says that 
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Qn the 11th February, 1895, a resolution 
was proposed without notice, and agreed 
to, that the Speaker should at the conclu- 
sion of Government business adjourn the 
House without question put. That is the 


precedent which I submit for an appeal 
to my right hon. friend to make a motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What was the 
subject ¢ 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: That is not 

involved, as the reason for my quoting 
the case is merely as a precedent for a 
motion being made without notice, and 
has no reference to the special object with 
which such motion was made, and, in 
fact, I have not had the means of 
looking that up yet. The object of the 
adjournment is irrelevant, but what is 
strictly relevant is the point of order as 
to whether it is within the competence of 
any Member of the House to move that 
the House do forthwith adjourn under 
circumstances like the present, when it is 
obvious that precedent has been broken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman is not entitled to raise anything 
but a point of order, and he must con- 
fine himself to that. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Then I will 








confine myself to the points whether it | 
is within the power of any unofficial | 


Member of this House now to move that 
this House do forthwith adjourn on the 
occasion of Her Most Gracious Majesty’s 
birthday, although I hope my right hon. 


friend will relieve me of any further | 


doubt by signifying that he himself 
intends to propose such a motion ; and I 
would further put the question as to 
whether the Leader of the House can 
make such a motion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It would certainly | 


not be competent for any Member of the | 


| principle. 
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stances under which this may be done is 
largely a matter for their discretion ; but 
I may say that I do not think that right 
has ever been exercised except upon a 
matter suddenly arising, such as the death 
of some great personage or a prominent 
Member of the House. Under those cir- 
cumstances it is not uncommon for the 
Leader of the House, without notice, to 
move the adjournment of the House. As 
far as I can remember, I am not aware 
that there is any precedent for a motion 
of the kind suggested when circumstances 
can be foreseen or when notice can be 
given, and I do not think the precedent 
which the right hon. Gentleman cited 
bears upon this matter. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL. 
Ordered, That the Report and Evi- 
dence taken before the Select Committee 
on Sea Fisheries in 1893 be referred to the 
Select Committee on Sea Fisheries Bill. 
—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
(WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL. 

[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): By the 
London Government Act of last year it 
was provided that no woman should be 
eligible for the office of councillors or 
aldermen. This Bill, which is an exceed- 
ingly short one, is to alter that state of 
things. There are at the present time 
fifteen lady representatives on the Lon- 
don vestries, and this Bill raises a great 
The Act of last year not only 
deprived these ladies, who had discharged 


| public duties excellently under statutory 
| provisions for six years, of their rights, 


House not representing the Government | 
to make such a motion. In the first place, 

itis opposed to precedent that it should | 
be done without notice ; and in the next | 
' engaged in public work in all parts of the 


place we have now got to a point of the 


commencement of public business when a | 
motion for adjournment is preciuded | 


under the Standing Orders. 


But that | 


does not relate to the action of the | 


Government, who have always had the 


right at any time to move the immediate | 


adjournment of the House. The circum- 


but it also limited the choice of selection 
of candidates, and it deprived us of some 
of the most excellent representatives that 
we could possibly secure for the work of 
London parishes. This does a great in- 
justice to the great body of women 


I think it will be agreed 
that this Bill is one which involves 
a very large principle. There is 
also another reason which ought not to 
escape the attention of the House, and it 
is that the policy of Parliament in this 
matter has been very vacillating. This 


country. 
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House has not clearly declared what its 
mind is on the subject, and if any hon. 
Member will follow me he will feel that | 
I am not exaggerating when [ make | 
that statement. It was on the 27th) 
April last year that this matter was first | 
dealt with by a motion brought forward 
by my hon. friend opposite. He then 
proposed that women should not be 
eligible *for seats on the Council, and he 
was defeated by a majority of twenty- 
three. In order to carry out this decision 
% motion was made that women should be 
v..ible for all offices, but this was met by 
an Amendment which provided that 
women should not be eligible for the 
office of mayor, and this was carried. 
There was a further Amendment that 
women should not be eligible for the posi- 
tion of aldermen, and this was also 
carried, At the same sitting a third 
motion was going to be moved that 
women should not be eligible for the 
ottice of councillor, and that also would 
have been carried if the Government 


had not come to our rescue and postponed | 


the question until the House should make 
up its mind definitely upon it. The sub- 
ject was brought up again on 6th June by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite, in a full 
House, and carried by the substantial ma- 
jority of thirty-five. On the 26th of that 
same month, in the House of Lords, not- 
withstanding a very eloquent speech made 
by the Prime Minister, the clause making 
women eligible was struck out of the Bill, 
and it was sent back to us here declaring 
that women should not be eligible. We 
dealt with the matter again on 6th July, 
and on that day this House voted ina 
sense exactly opposite to what it decided 
on the 6th June, for it declared that 
women should not be eligible for these 
offices.* I do not think there is a 
Member present who does not feel that 
this record is not very creditable to the 
House. I have gone into some detail 
in mentioning this point because it is a 
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' the Council. 


type of what has taken place in regard to | 


legislating for women for about a genera- 
tion. We do not appear to know our 
own mind, and it is highly desirable 
that we should arrive at some definite 
conclusion to-day. Under the 
1888, which established county councils, 
* The Hansard references are as follows :— 
27th April, 1899, Debates [Fourth Series], vol. 
Ixx., page 743; 6th June, vol. Ixxii., page 
464 ; 26th June (Lords), vol. Ixxiii., page 537 ; 
6th July (Commons), vol. Ixxiv., page 43. 


Mr. Lough. 


| members of the London vestries. 
Act of | 
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the question was left in doubt. The 
result was that certain ladies came for- 
ward for the London County Council, 
and sat as members; afterwards the 
matter was brought before the Law 
Courts, and it was decided that, under 


the Act, ladies were not eligible, and 


those ladies had to resign their seats on 
In 1894, in the District 
Councils Bill—which is closely analogous 


‘to this Bill—it was decided by this House 


in an opposite sense, and women were 


| declared to be eligible both for the parish 
‘and district councils. 


There was also 
some uncertainty about the eligibility of 
women as members of boards of guar- 
dians at that time, but a circular was 
issued by the Local Government Board, 


| and the result was in favour of women, 


and a great many ladies were elected as 
members of boards of guardians. In 
1894 women were declarei to be eligible 
for election to the London vestries, and it 
is those ladies who will now be deprived of 
their seats under the London Government 
Act. I think [ have made my point, that 
Parliament has not decided this matter 
definitely up to the present time. But 
while Parliament has _ hesitated to 
decide, the proceedings in the country 
have been very remarkable in connection 
with the progress of women in local 
government. If we look at all the bodies 
engaged in the great work of local 
government in this country, we find 
that the people recognise the special fit- 
ness of women for this work. On school 
boards, ineluding Scotland, there are 
220 women members, and four boards 
have elected women as chairmen. Besides 
this some thirty women have been co- 
opted on technical instruction com- 
mittees. There are no less than 1,000 
women sitting on boards of guardians in 


Great Britain, and about eighty-five in 


Ireland. There are ninety-six women 
who are members of parish councils and 
150 members of rural district councils. 
About forty are members of rural district 
councils in Ireland, and ten are members 
of urban district councils. Then there 
are these fifteen women who have been 
I think 
that record proves that the people are 
very anxious to select women for these 
offices. The Government offices themselves 
have been obliged to fall back upon the 


_assistance of women in carrying out the 


important duties of local government. This 


| commenced in the time of the late Govern- 
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ment, when the Home Office appointed 
women factory inspectors, and now there 
are seven of them. The present Govern- 
ment have appointed five women 
inspectors in connection with the 
Education Department, and that is a new 


experiment, which I believe has turned | 
out so successfully that there is an) 
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‘all this obscure the essential work which 
will fall upon these bodies, which is to 
carry out that great code of laws con- 
nected with the health of the people 
which this House has passed in recent 


years. Let us look for a few moments 
at the different departmexts of this 
| work, and this will enable us to 


intention of increasing the number to| judge whether women will be useful 


twelve. 


There are also three women| or not in that work. Take the question 


inspectors under the Local Government of housing. The laws with regard to 


Board, and I believe the 
Government are going to increase their 
number. Not only do a large number 
of women engage in this work of local 
government, but there has been unani- 


mous testimony to the high quality of | 


the work they have done. I will givea 
quotation on this point from my hon. friend 
who is going to oppose this Bill. 
“it is quite proper that women should 
be elected on boards of guardians and 
school boards, and that on those bodies 
they do excellent womanly work.” That 
is the testimony of the hon. Member him- 
self. This was the admission made by 
everybody, both in this House and in the 
Honse of Lords, who opposed this pro- 
vision. Looking at the facts which I 
have laid before the House, what do we 
see! We see that there is universal 
testimony both on the part of the public 
and their critics to the value of the work 
that women do. On the other hand an 
exceedingly small number of women, con- 
sidering the great number of public 
bodies, have been elected. We find some 
difficulty in getting these women to do 
this work notwithstanding the high 
appreciation of the value of their services, 
and on these grounds the House ought to 
hesitate before it places any stigma upon 


such excellent public services which have. 
been so much recognised by the public. | 


I ask the House to try and arrive at 


some definite decision ; and how is it to | 


do so?’ I think it can best do so if it 
considers what are the main duties which 


whether it is analogous to those other 
duties which women are so admirably 
discharging at the present time. 


What | 


He says | 


present | the housing of the poor will have to be 


_administered by these borough councils. 
We have just had a long, a prolonged, 
and an unsatisfactory debate upon the 
housing question. There was a feeling on 
the part of many Members of the House 
that we were not really touching the 
centre of the matter; and as it is with 
this House, so it is with those bodies 
which are brought in closer touch with 
the problem. And why was the debate 
unsatisfactory ? Because we devoted our 
attention too much to such questions as 
the length of leases, the cost of building, 
and the price to be paid for land. But 
it is also necessary to have a correct 
knowledge as to the habits and necessities 
of the people who have got to live in 
those houses. In dealing with this 


great question the councils will have 
to issue bye-laws. They will have to 
teach the tenants of these houses 


how to protect properly the property 
of the landlord, just in the same way 
as they will have to teach the land- 
lord to provide proper facilities for the 
tenants. Bye-laws teaching a variety of 
details have to be prepared by these local 
bodies, and they will have to insist upon 
proper cleanliness and ventilation, and 
proper facilities with regard to other 
matters in connection with these houses. 
But who is to judge in these matters and 
assist in making these bye-laws and seeing 
that they are carried out? Who can do 
that work so well as a woman? The 


| greatest number of the inhabitants of 
these borough councils have to do, and | 


these houses will be women and children ; 
and who is to judge these matters if you 


| deprive these bodies of women council- 


; 


is the chief duty which these bodies | 


have to discharge at the 
time ? 
the laws of health and cleanliness are 
properly administered. A great deal has 
been said in connection with these coun- 
cils about their mayors and the new 


dignities of local government. Let not 


present 


Their chief duty is to see that | 


lors? In connection with the Infectious 
Diseases Act these bodies have very 
difficult duties thrown upon them. 
When a case of severe illness of this 


|character occurs it is necessary that 


the house should be disinfected, and this 
is not so easily carried out with two or 
three families in one house. Some ves- 


| tries have made experiments by providing 
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temporary homes for the people who are 
dislodged. Now, who is so fit as a 
woman to see about getting the people into 
these temporary homes ? There are other 
duties in connection with the adulteration 
of food. Who can be so good a judge 
as to whether the Adulteration Acts are 
properly administered as a woman? [An 
Hon. MemBer: Why ?] I am surprised 
at an hon. Member putting such a ques- 
tion. Women are constantly attending 
to the food of the whole household 
and to the children, and they are 
much better able to judge of the 
quality. There are also important 
duties under the Factory Acts which the 
councils have to discharge. In the 
administration of the Factory Acts the 
case of the women must not be overlooked. 
It may be said that these councils have 
got inspectors to do this work, and that 
they 
But even women inspectors cannot 
convey complaints to the council unless 
they have a woman on the council. 
There are also questions connected with 
baths and washhouses. 
buildings can be seen rising in every part 
of London. In Islington we have three 
which are conferring the greatest benefit 
on the inhabitants. In the early build- 
ings of this kind you would think it was 
only men who required to have a bath, 
but since women have been allowed to 
sit at the council boards, and vestries 
want women’s votes, there are now very 
properly as large baths for women as for 
men. ‘The result is, that the girls in the 
London Board schools form associations 
for learning to swim, and classes are 
conducted for a small price at the baths. 
I can imagine nothing that will do more 
to develop the physique of the girls 
of London than the facilities provided for 
teaching them the art of swimming. 
The washhouses are even more important 
than the baths. What man knows what 
a washhouse is? The public wash- 


houses are the laundries of the poor. | 


The idea of these washhouses came 
from Mrs. Catherine Wilkinson, the 
wife of a working man in Liverpool. 
She knew and had to endure the Giffi- 
culty of getting things washed in her 
humble abode, and she with some neigh- 


bours got the use of a cottage in which | 


«i copper was provided. Finally, the 
attention of some philanthropic ladies 
was called to the experiment, better faci- 
lities were provided and some 85 families 


Mr. Lough. 
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can appoint women inspectors. | 


These stately | 
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} washed every week in a little wash. 
house which was built. The attention of 
the Corporation of Liverpool was drawn 
to this, and in 1842 they built the first 
public washhouse erected in this country, 
There you have an idea originated by a 
| woman of the working class, who deserves 
| to be remembered in connection with this 
| work and in connection with the develop. 
|ment of these most useful institutions 
'in the kingdom. In order that these 
| institutions may be properly developed 
| you should enable the councils to se- 
|cure the assistance of women. I come 
| to what is, perhaps, the most important 
| duty which these bodies have got to dis- 
charge. That is the removal of dust. What 
man is there who can appreciate the impor- 
| tance of the removal of dust? I confess 
| that, so far as I am personally concerned, 
}although dust seems a great nuisance, 
everything connected with the removal 
of it is still more unpleasant. [ 
always feel inclined to argue that the 
| thing should be left alone. That problem 
‘never appeals to women in this way, 
probably because they realise _ the 
necessity and the importance of the 
work better than men can. They realise 
that if the dust is not effectively re- 
moved in London, it will take steps, I 
may almost say, to remove the people. 
There is, therefore, a great deal in the 
work these bodies have to do which men 
cannot so well discharge as women. | 
appeal to Members who may be against 
the Bill to think of the vast area of the 
work. What is the city, after all? It 
is only a great house, and just as 
the comfort and the amenities of a 
house could not be developed without 
the assistance of women, so if we do 
not secure the same aid in the manage- 
ment of its affairs, the health, comfort, 
and beauty of the city will deterio- 
rate. There is another question I will 
deal with briefly. Why should we 
not admit women to these bodies? I 
have already quoted one passage from a 
'speech of the hon. Member, and I shall 
_quote him again, because he has given the 
| best, and really the only reason against 
| the proposal now before the House. These 
were the words the hon. Member used in 
| the debate on the 6th June last year— 

“Tf their claim to sit on the new borough 
| eouncil is admitted, their ambition will leat 
| them to still higher flights. They will want 
| the Parliamentary franchise, and even other 
| higher privileges. If the House grants the 
privilege of sitting as aldermen, there is no 
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Icgical reason whatever for excluding them 
from the House of Commons itself.” 

[Applause.] The applause which the 
reading of that sentence has evoked: on 


the other side shows that I have touched | 


really the only objection to the principle of 


the Bill. [An Hon. Member: No.] Well, | 


the main one: I, for one, candidly admit 
ing with the question of the admission 
of women to the Parliamentary fran- 
chise. In the first place, the electorate 
is so large, and the people are in some 
instances so ill-educated politically, that 
they arrive at such contrary conclu- 
sions that the stability of the institu- 
tions of the country is, even with our 
present electorate, sometimes seriously at 
stake. 
question of principle, other questions 
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| which discharges the duties connected 


with the municipal government ; but in 
London we have two central bodies—the 
City Corporation and the London 
County Council. The central bodies in 
those cities ably discharge all the duties 
connected with the municipal govern- 


y /ment ; but in London, the central bodies 
that there is very great difficulty in deal- | 


Therefore, without going into any | 


would arise in connection with the Par- | 


liamentary franchise which seem to me 
extremely serious. 
the question is totally irrelevant to what 
we have to decide to-day. The ques- 
tion is, where is the line to be drawn? I 


only discharge the more weighty and 
serious duties. They discharge these 
duties all over the area of the 
city, and therefore they are taken away 
from the scope and cognisance of the 
borough councils. On the borough 
councils will devolve all the other 
duties I have referred to, and in connec- 
tion with these we should not deprive 
ourselves of the assistance women can 
give. Down to 1899 this House always 
adhered to the principle that the 
government of London is a difficult, and a 


| different problem from that of any other 


It seems to me that | 


| this House. 


will suggest that the line must be drawn | 


at the distinction that exists between 


these local governing bodies and the | 


central authority. Women cannot vote 


for Members of Parliament, and therefore | 


they cannot be elected, but they can vote 
for borough councillors. There is no one 
who would deprive them of the vote, and 


as they have the right to vote they | 
should have the right to sit. I suggest that | 


we should rather engage ourselves with 
the practical view of the question which 
I have laid before the House. 
have made excellent members of all those 
bodies to which they have been elected, 
surely that goes a long way to prove that 
they would also be useful on those 
borough councils. There is one other 
argument I have to mention. It may be 
said that if we give this right under 
the London Borough Councils Bill, you 
will come into conflict with the Municipal 
Corporations Act. That is the enact- 
ment under which the great provincial 
corporations have grown up, and on 
none of those corporations have women 
the right to sit. There is 
plete analogy between these 
cipal corporations and the bodies that 
will exist in London under this Bill. 
[An Hon. Member: Why not?] I 
will say why. 


Glasgow, Liverpool, Manchester, 


If women | 


no com-! 
muni- | 


city in the Empire, the metropolis having 
grown to such a large extent. That 
principle has always been admitted by 
Therefore, I say that no 
complete analogy can be drawn between 
London and a provincial municipality. 
We should not be compelled to follow 


/any precedent which may seem to be 


found in these cities, but we should 
learn from our own experience with 
the view of providing the best possi- 
ble government in London. I think 
it would be shameful, and do great in- 
justice, if we did not recognise the excel- 
lent work women have done on those 
boards where they now sit. it is not 
the principle usually adopted by this 
House to disfranchise any part of the com- 
munity without alleging any fault or any 
failure to discharge the duties that had 
been laid on them. I believe women in 
the borough counciis will help to develop 
the better government of London, and 
for these reasons I move the Second 
Reading of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be 
time.” —(Mr. Lough.) 


now read a second 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): I 
am rather sorry that my hon. friend the 
Member for West Islington has thought fit 
to raise the question again as to whether 
women should be eligible to sit on the 


In each of these cities— | new borough councils to be elected in 
and | London in November next. 


Personally, 


Birmingham—there is only one body | I should have thought the question was 


\ 
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practically and definitely settled for some 
time to come by the emphatic vote given 
in another place, and which this House 
did not think fit to object to. The 
renewal of the question by the Bill of my 
hon. friend will, if I may say so, tend to 
raise the hopes of the few women who 
desire to take part in the administration 
of these new governing bodies in the 
metropolis, while they are doomed to 


disappointment. It is perfectly clear that, | 


. even although the Bill may be read a 
second time to-day in the House—which 
I sincerely hope it will not be—it cannot 
proceed any further. [An Hon. MEm- 
BER: Why not ?] My hon. friend may 
be able to use his influence with the 
Government, and get the Bill passed 
through ina manner which we on this 
side of the House, at all events, cannot 
achieve. But it is perfectly certain that, 
whatever happens here, there is no chance 
of any change of opinion in another 
place. The Bill is before us, and it 
behoves those who are opposed to it to 
give their reasons for their opposition, 
and to answer some of the arguments 
brought forward by my hon. friend. Of 
course, I am aware it is always more 
popular to advocate the admission of 
women to everything and to every 
governing or administrative body to 
which only men at present have access. 
Those of us who feel most strongly on 
this matter feel really that such a course 
as is suggested is not only not advisable, 
but is fraught, I may say, with mischief 
and danger. Those who are opposed to 
the Bill must be content if they incur 
displeasure for remaining firm from the 
very small section of ladies who desire to 
sit on these borough councils. For my- 
self, I feel that the vast majority of 
women in the metropolis are utterly 
opposed to the idea of women thrusting 
themselves into places and work for 
which they are obviously not fit, and I 
express my view—of course, it is a mere 
personal view—that, if the door of these 
borough councils were opened to them by 
the House of Commons, not the best 
women wouldseek admission, but those who 
belong, if I may say so with the greatest 
possible deference and respect, to the 
great pushing and self-assertive section of 
women. Iam not going to dilate upon 
them. It is sufficient for me to say that 


they do not belong to the class from 
which Miss 
Florence Nightingale came. 


Mr. Boulnois. 


Octavia Hill and Miss 
I wish to 


councils. 
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ask my hon. friend why it is that he has 
brought in a Bill for London alone. He 


\said objection would be raised if he 


included provincial corporations, and one 
great argument I recollect he used with 
some effect in the House when the ques- 
tion was discussed last session was that 
hitherto no woman was eligible to sit 
upon a provincial corporation. My hon. 
friend knows perfectly well that if he 
had brought ina Bill which would extend 
the liberty to women to sit on the pro- 
vincial corporations, as well as the London 
corporations, every Member who repre- 
sented a provincial town would put a 
block down against the Bill. Certainly, 
if women are to be admitted to the 


‘London borough councils, you cannot 


logically refuse them the same right in the 
provincial corporations, and the thin 
end of the wedge having been driven 
in by this Bill, it is quite -ciear that the 
great towns of Liverpool; Manchester, 
and Glasgow must ultimately have their 
proportion of women to serve upon the 
“Any why not?” of course 
the advocates of women’s rights say. | 
will come to that later on, but there is 
really no distinction whatever between 
these provincial corporations and the pro- 
posed London corporations. Why, some 
of these corporations will govern much 
larger populations than almost any cor- 
poration in the provinces you can name. 
Therefore, I think his argument with 
regard to that falls to the ground. I 
maintain that it will be impossible to 
have one law in London and another in 
the provinces. This Bill only goes to the 
admission of women for aldermen and 
councillors. I cannot understand why the 
authors of the Bill should exclude women 
from the office of mayor. It is stated, [ 
know, that a mayor is extra-judicially a 
justice of the peace. I do not know that 
that is any disqualification. At all 
events, I am right in saying as to 


the general law that there is an 
enactment that no lady can act 
as a justice of the peace. But 


if the belief of the promoters in the 
possibility of admitting women to sit on 
these borough councils is real and genuine, 
why do they object to the ladies being 
ultimately mayors? My hon. friend, and 
those who support him, may be very sure 
that the natural ambition of women will 
not stop at being elected as aldermen and 
councillors, and that they will never rest 
satisfied until they have the chain of the 
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mayor round their necks. I maintain 
that a woman is not suitable to be a 
mayor, an alderman, or a councillor of 
these borongh councils. The work of 
these borough councils, with one or two 
exceptions, which my hon. friend was 
auite right to allude to, is not the kind 
which is either attractive to the best kind 
of woman or suitable to her talents and 
feelings. My hon. friend has alluded to 
the fact that women know a great deal 
more about health than men. I daresay 
that is true, but I do not know what the 
doctors say to that. You tell us that 
they know a great deal more about 
laundries and washhouses, and I daresay 
that is also true. My hon. friend 
added that they are much more 
capable in regard to the removal of 
dust from the dust-bins of London than 
men. I admit that in some of these 
minor duties which fall to the lot of the 
borough councils women may do very 
excellent work. 
out entirely the great and difficult duties 
these bcrough councils have to perform. 
I would ask the House what ninety-nine 
women out of a hundred know of road- 
making, sewer inspection, rate-making, 
and the adjustment of assessments. 
Occasionally most important questions 
with regard to finance arise in those 
bodies, and although we may all admit 
that ladies are most excellent house- 
keepers, it does not at all follow that they 
are the best judges of the right way to 
raise money, and I am not at all sure 
that they are the best persons to spend 
money in these councils. Then con- 
stantly questions must come before these 
corporations which involve applications 
to Parliament, and of course it might be 
extremely pleasant to a Committee to 
have a lady councillor or alderman before 
them as a witness on a local matter, but 
I do not think her evidence would weigh 
very heavily with a judicial body. I 
said in a debate which took place in the 
House of Commons, and my hon. friend 
has been kind enough to allude to it, 
that women are most useful in some 
public bodies—on the school boards and 
boards of guardians. I do not doubt 
that they do most excellent work. There 
are so many women in workhouses and 
receiving outdoor relief, and there 


are in the board schools a larger number 
of female children than male, and these 
facts indicate at once that on boards of 
that kind, as everybody must admit, they 
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do most excellent work; but it by no 
means follows that because women. are 
useful in one sphere necessarily they are 
adapted for every kind of work. Per- 
sonally, I draw the line at these munici- 
palities. I draw the line before the door 
is opened. My hon. friend draws the line 
after the door is opened. I wish to allude 
to aremark made by my hon. friend as 
to the suitability of women to sit on these 
borough councils because of the question 
of the housing of the poor. Personally I 
do not suppose that women are more 
capable of solving that most difficult 
question than we are. My own opinion is 
that they might go further than some of 
my hon. friends on the other side of the 
House in what I may say is a socialistic 
direction, and that they would probably 
put their hands into the ratepayers’ 
pockets to subsidise out of the rates for 
this purpose. It is, of course, a very 
large question, and it seems ridiculous to 
suggest in this House that women are 
more capable of solving it than men. If 
it is really a question of looking after 
these people when they are in houses, or 
deciding whether there should be a 
scullery on this side or a cistern on that 
side, or matters of pure detail, then I 
dare say that a woman is as capable of 
giving an opinion as a man; and all I 
can say is, if you want opinion of that 
kind, it is easy to appoint women in- 
spectors. Ifa woman has a more reliable 
opinion upon certain details with regard 
to the erection of these houses, I daresay 
that in a short space of time under the 
auspices of friends opposite there will be 
women architects, and they will be 
able to say what size of room 
should be provided for the poor, and 
so on. I say I draw the line 
outside the door of these municipalities. 
If you once open the door of the munici- 
palities I submit that the natural ambition 
of woman will directly induce her to 
press towards getting a seat in this House. 
My hon. friend has alluded to that point, 
and I should like to say a word upon it. 
I recollect how shocked and alarmed the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House was when I made the suggestion 
that the natural consequence of opening 
the door of these London corporations 
would be that ladies would demand 
admission into other governing and ad- 
ministrative bodies. It stands to reason, 
and everybody must feel, that after 
clamonring for the Parliamentary fran- 
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chise, and getting it, they would never 
rest until they found themselves within 
Parliament itself. I should like to ask the 
House what stands between the proposal 
of my hon. friend and this House. 
instance, what stands between the power- 
ful and important Corporation of West- 
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minster and this House? I know of 
nothing. I name the Corporation of the 
city of Westminster because, if this 


Bill is carried, a lady will have the 
right to sit on that Corporation. But, 
as I take it, you cannot stop with the 
corporations of London. You must 
go into the provinces, and you must 
logically piace women on other corpora- 
tions and on the London County Council. 
I recollect that in a debate which took 
place here on one occasion last session the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton, who was in favour of 
the admission of women to these borough 
councils, said he should go no further ; 
he should put his foot down and make no 
further concessions; he would never 
admit them to the franchise or the House 
of Commons ; but I predicted, when both 
he and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife, the late Home 
Secretary, were in favour of this pro- 
posal, although absolutely opposed to 
giving the franchise to women, that 
they could not stop there if once this 
door is opened. I have rather strong 
reasons against the admission of women 
to borough councils. There is no doubt 
whatever that the elections in November 
next will be fought on party lines by the 
Progressives of the London County 
Council. I see a prominent member of 
that body opposite to me. It is 
absolutely certain that during the last 
eleven vears they have fought elections on 
party lines, It seems to me that the 
political aspect of a matter of this kind 
cannot be left out of consideration. I 
should like to ask who in this 


For. 


{COMMONS} (Women’s Disabilities) Bill. 


House , 


would desire to see ladies of refinement | 


and culture exposed to the turmoil and 
heat of a hotly contested election. [An 
Hon. MemBeR: What about the School 
Board ?] My hon. friend behind me 
refers to the School Board elections, but 
these elections have never been fought on 
party lines. [Cries of “ Yes.” 
murmur against that. 
in saying that on the last 
religious questions much more 
political questions animated the minds of 
the ratepayers. 
Mr. Boulnois. 


occasion 


than | 


But I say that if this 


‘ties. 
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Bill was passed and became law, the 
ladies we might desire to see sitting on 
these borough councils would naturally 
shrink from what I think might be rather 
a degrading ordeal for them to go 
through, and the result would be that 
strong-minded and tenacious ladies would 
venture into the lists. My hon. friend 
has stated that what you did last year 
was to disfranchise those who had 
already acquired the right to sit 
on the vestries. It is a remark- 
able fact that, although during the 
time these debates were taking place in 
this House, the elections were going on 
all over the metropolis for the vestries, 
although it was stated in this House over 
and over again that it was desirable to 
have women sitting on the» vestries, and 
although the public mind was agitated on 
the subject, there are at the present 
moment only thirteen sitting on these 
London vestries. It seems to me rather 
ridiculous for my hon. friend to say that 
the people of London desire to see women 
sitting on these vestries, when at the 
time there was some excitement about it 
they only elected thirteen in the whole 
metropolis. The fact that so few women 
were elected last year shows conclusively 
that the public do not consider municipal 
work a suitable field for women’s activi- 
Ido not wish to weary the House 
by saying much more on the objections 
to the Bill, because there are other 
sperkers to follow on this side who [| 
have no doubt will deal with the subject 
more ably than I can. There is an 
old saying, Ne sutor ultra crepidam. That 
applies equally to the cobbler’s wife as to 
the cobbler. During the last twenty-five 
years the field for women’s work has been 
enormously extended and_ widened. 
Everyone admits that during that period 
they have done most excellent work, and 
my advice to them and to those whe 
support their pretensions in the House 
is, let them rest content with what they 
have. I beg to move that the Bill be 
read a second time this day six months. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 


| this day six months.’”—(Mr. Boulnois.) 
I hear a/ 
I think I am right | 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Lord Hut 
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CrciL, Greenwich). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 
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*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) : I feel that I ought to testify 
to my strong and earnest opposition to 
this Bill by stating that, from bad luck, 


I did not have the opportunity of voting | 


in the snap division which was taken last 


year upon this question, although I did 


my utmost, as far as personal friendship 
would enable me, to oppose it. But I 
have no particular quarrel with hon. 
Members and with public opinion outside 
because they desire to introduce women 
into all public assemblies, although I 
disagree with such persons entirely. If 
they choose to hold that opinion, I can 
only say that I am diametrically opposed 
to them ; but it hardly comes within the 
scope of this Billto deal with any opposition 
arising from such grounds as that. There 
are hon. Members of this House and people 
outside who look forward to seeing women 
in every possible public position, both 
political and otherwise. I have no doubt 
that some persons would like to see a 
woman sitting in your chair, Mr. Speaker, 
or a woman in the position of Lord 
toberts, or as an archbishop; but that is 
not the standpoint from which I care to 
argue, and with which opinion I have no 
particular quarrel beyond the fact that I 
am wholly opposed to it. The people I 
quarrel with are those who say, as was 
said last year in this House, that while 
they are opposed to women being put 
in the position of generals, archbishops, 
Speakers, and Lord Chancellors, they are 
not opposed to the admission of women 
to such bodies as this Bill refers to. We 
are told that in some years time a further 
encroachment is to be made, and that 
women are to be proposed for offices 
which nobody ever thought of giving to 
them—it may be they will claim to be 
mayors, county councillors, or Members 
of Parliament—and I shall be curious to 
hear the intellectual logic which may 
then be employed by advocates of the 
present Bill to resist these further inno- 
vations, Every argument for admitting | 
women to London municipal councils 


could be used with equal effect in favour | 
of admitting them to county councils. 
We are told that the object of the | 
creation of municipal boroughs last year 
was to create somewhat more dignified 
public bodies than existed before. If they | 
are intended to be more dignified, and to | 
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rank with county councils, magisterial 
; benches, and other assemblies, women 
ought to be subjected to the same dis- 
abilities as they are under on these more 
influential bodies. I think that argument 
holds good so far as it goes. If this 
Bill is carried it means nothing more 
nor less than the entry of women into 
‘public and political life. It must not 
be imagined that you can stop here, 
and there is no reason to suppose that 
they will rest content with this pro- 
vision, A victory to-day will doubtless 
encourage them, and we should have in a 
limited period, unless there is some wave 
of public opinion against it, women suc- 
cessfully introduced into many of those 
higher public bodies. The hon. Member 
/ who preceded me spoke of the work done 
‘by women on these public bodies, but 
they are not the class of women we 
should like to see there, for the better 
class of women would not come forward, 
‘largely because of the annoyances 
which any public election would subject 
them to. I noticed an_ interruption 
from my right hon. friend, the Member 
for Bodmin, reminding the hon. Member 
that there were such things as_ school 
boards, and that women stood for them at 
election times. 1 have had a very con- 
siderable experience in being concerned 
with the selection of candidates for 
school boards, and I have had oppor- 
tunities of urging upon women whom 
I thought might possibly be specially 
qualified for school board work to stand 
as candidates for those bodies. I have 
known more than one lady of the 
class I should like to see engaged in 
public work who altogether declined to 
come forward on the ground that she 
would have to face a public election and 
stand on a public platform. There are 
extremely few women who are willing to 
come forward and undergo the ordeal of 
a public election. Most of the ladies 
who have done much good public work 
have been able to do that work from out- 
side, independently altogether of mem- 
bership of these public bodies. The 
names of Miss Nightingale and Miss 


Octavia Hill have already been men- 


tioned in this respect. Further back you 
would find that Mrs. Elizabeth Fry 
would have been able to do her prison 


'reform work just as successfully whether 


she was or was not a member of a Prisons 
Board. I doubt very much whether 
ladies who are disposed to undertake this 
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that the lady members of the board will 
invariably vote for that expenditure, and 
they will not seruple to charge the rates 
to any extent. 


there are two sides to such a question. 


Take i for instance, the question of , 


corporal punishment. Many think that 
it ought to be abolished, but others 
say that, as a matter of discipline, it 
ought to be maintained. No doubt ina 
matter of that kind ladies would always 
vote for abolition, and they would not 
give due weight to the considerations on 
the other side. Their sympathies would 
soon be aroused in a case of underfed 
children, and no doubt there are many 
underfed children. I am _ extremely 
anxious that everything should be 
done to remedy the unhappy con- 
dition of these children, but when a 
mere mention is made of this question 
upon a body like the school board you 
will find that the female members at once 
take it for granted that the large number 
of underfed children exist, and they will 
immediately try and turn the school 
board into a philanthropic body to remedy 
this state of things. But it is not the 
business of school boards to undertake 
such matters, and though they may lend 
their friendly assistance so far as 
they can, it is not their business 
to feed the children, and their policy 
ought not to be guided by mere senti- 
ment. There are many more similar 
cases. We had a discussion here the 
other night, in dealing with the housing 
of the working classes, upon cheap trains, 
and the gist of the proposal was that if 
a public body thought that a particular 
district was overcrowded, to avoid that 
evil the public body should have power 
to purchase land and insist upon rail- 
ways being built to it. This was to be 
utterly regardless of whether or not 
houses grew up in that particular district. 
It might have been that railway trains 
would have had to run to empty houses 
for many years to come. In such a case 
as that the ladies would have been almost 
certain to vote in favour of the proposal, 
and, as a general rule—there may be 
exceptions—they would not have given 
full weight to the considerations urged on 
the other side. It is because there is in 
women a disposition to be over philanthro- 
pic, if I may call it by that name, that 
l oppose their having any direct interest as 


I do not say that there is | 
not often a good deal to be said for such 
expenditure, but many of us feel that, 
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members of large public bodies, and on that 
ico I do earnestly trust that this 

ouse will not give a Second Reading to 
the Bill now before it, and that hon. 
Members will reject it by a large majority. 
We ought to remember that, as I have 
already urged, much can be done by em- 
ploying women in those particular depart 
ments for which they are specially fitted 
'even as regards sanitation. Moreover, 
_ the majority of London Members, who are 
more particularly affected by this Bill, 
have declared against this proposal, and I 
do not think their opinion should be dis- 
regarded. In any case, this is much 
too large a question to bring forward 
|in a patching-up Bill such as this is. 
'It is entirely unnecessary that a ques- 
tion of this kind, which has already 
‘been voted upon by this House and de- 
cided by a vast majority in another House, 
skould again be brought up this afternoon ; 
and in view of the many considerations 
against this proposal which I have en- 
deavoured to urge, I hope the measure 
will be rejected by the House. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): If I had the honour of belonging to 
the other sex, and if I sat listening to 

‘what has gone on in this House, I 
should feel a little sore at the class of 
arguments which have been used on this 
occasion by the lords of creation. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down has 
made a very unworthy sneer upon women 

_ who want to do good and practical public 
work. Throughout all his observations 

there runs one principal strain, and that 

‘is, the inferiority of women. Women, 
it is argued, are all very well in their 
way; employ them, if you like, in sub- 
ordinate positions, but do not let them 

_aspire to any position in life in which they 

‘will venture to compete with the lords 
of creation up above. The argument is, 
that we must take care that men shall 

continue to take the best places in public 
life. I have listened attentively to this 
debate from the beginning. My hon. 

‘friend who moved the rejection of this 
Bill gave us, argument for argument and 

almost word for word, the speech which 

/we have had the pleasure of listening to 
upon a former occasion. I think one 
argument he used—and one which will 

| probably be used by the official Minister 
who will reply—was that you must 
not disturb a_ settlement which 
has been made in another place. 
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But what does this House exist for?! the medical profession, but we have got 


We are always disturbing _ settle- 
ments, and the raison d’étre of the whole 
of our business in life is to disturb settle- 
ments, and to go on from one thing to a 
hetter, overturning the past and trying 
to provide something better for the 
future. My hon. friend said that this 
was work for which women were obviously 
unfitted. What has been the history of 
this question? The chairman of the 
Edinburgh Sehool Board is a lady, and a 
thorough good chairman she makes. A 
lady bearing my own name—Miss Far- 
quharson—is the chairman of a parish 
council, and all along the line we find 
that they are doing very valuable work. 
Why should they not sit on county 
councils when they have shown such 
intellectual capacity ! We are told by the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that the best 
women do not want to sit on these boards. 
I say that the best class of women do 
want to do this work. The names of 
Miss Octavia Hill and Miss Nightingale 
have been mentioned, but I wonder if 
my hon. friend opposite has studied their 
history? Miss Octavia Hill has accom- 
plished a great work, and Miss Nightin- 
gale went out to the Crimea, with the 
result that she revolutionised the whole 
system of our nursing. I venture 
to say that if these two women 
had not been in_ existence the 
condition of this country would have 
been very much different to-day. These 
ladies did not do their work by stopping 
at home and writing letters to the news- 
papers or attending mothers’ meetings. 
We are told that women do not know 
much about road-making and finance. I 
am not a married man, nor am I in the 
secrets of men who are married, but I 
believe that married men are grateful for 
the way in which the woman at the head 
of the house looks after the housekeeping 
money. Women are good financiers, and 
if they are elected they will find plenty of 
useful work to do, and they can do certain 
public work which men cannot do. It 
has been argued that the capacity of men 
and women is exactly equal, but I do not 
think that. Women are weaker physio- 
logically, and I think that men in open 
competition with women will always get 
the best of them. I know that, on several 
occasions, women have fairly outpaced 
the men. I remember the time at my 
old school at Edinburgh when there was 
bitter opposition to women entering into 


Dr. Farquharson. 


over all that feeling now. I was amused 
to hear the line of argument adopted by 
my hon. friend opposite, for all through 
it is simply one in favour of the superi- 
ority of men and the inferiority of women, 
and the calling into question the capacity 
of women for public life. All that women 
want is a fair field and no favour, and 
| they only want to be allowed to compete 
with men on equal terms. I do not think 
| men need to be afraid, because, as I said 
before, I believe that in an equal field of 
| competition they will always get the best 
of it. But there are certain things which 
| women can do better than men. I may 
allude to looking after the interests of the 
poor people. Rich people can always get 
| Specialists to do whatever class of work 
| they require, and women who go among 
‘the houses of the poor get information in 
a way which men cannot do. Their 
knowledge of certain forms of sanitation 
is greater than that of men, and such 
things as nursing, domestic economy, and 
other matters are things which no man 
professes to know. Women have done 
good work on boards very similar to 
‘those on which they are now invited to 
sit under this Bill. The argument that 


women must not go into public life 


because of the noise and clamour of 
public election is all nonsense. Do we 
see anything of that kind at school board 
elections! Why, the very presence of 
women on such occasions improves their 
tone, and therefore the contention of the 
hon. Gentleman opposite is a futile and 
stupid argument. I am very glad that 
‘he has brought this question before the 
House. If there has been a settlement 
of this matter, the sooner we unsettle it 
the better. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : I 
|may say that I find myself in agree- 
/ment with hon. Members opposite, and I 
intend to support the Second Reading 
| of this Bill. I do so on two grounds— 
| the first is that of gratitude, and the 
'second utility. When one has lived a 
| certain number of years in public life he 
| generally comes to the conclusion that 
| the best thing to do is to take each pro- 
| position as it comes and do his best with 
‘it. And so Iam not animated by the fears 
of my hon. friend the Member for Hert- 
| ford, and those who think that if Parlia- 
'ment confers a right, most reasonable in 

itself,and allows a beneficial change to take 
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place, we should therefore be bound to 
support all the outspoken and most deter- 
mined schemes which the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin 
always advocates with such force. 
in this House. I am not coming 
forward as an advocate of women’s rights, | 
but I ask the House of Commons to | 
exercise a little common sense. The two 
grounds, as I have said before, upon 
which I support this Bill are gratitude | 
and utility. As regards the ground of 
gratitude, it cannot be denied that a'! 
great number of women deserve a great 
deal of consideration for work already | 
done on public bodies in London, and 
do not deserve to be classed with that 
unfortunate and unsatisfactory section 
who have been described as busybodies. 
I do think that we owe a debt of grati-| 
tude to the women who, at great personal 
sacrifice, and often facing a great deal of 
public obloquy, have devoted themselves 
to the very grievous and burdensome 
task of alleviating the condition of the 
working classes. The names of Miss , 
Nightingale and Miss Octavia Hill have 
been mentioned. Many other names 
might be added whose work is not 
reported, and who are worthy of great 
praise in this respect. I know that 
women of this kind have worked upon 
the very bodies for which the borough 
councils will now be substituted. They 
have done good work upon the vestries 
and sanitary authorities which are 
now to be supplanted by the new) 
municipalities. Upon these bodies women 
have done a great, a noble, and a praise- | 
worthy work, and work which is recog- | 
nised by us all as being of the greatest 
practical importance in the past. <A 
change of the law has now taken place. | 
The system of the government of Lon- 
don has been altered ; but why, in doing 
that, are we to deprive London of the 
benefit of the assistance of women who 
have done this work so well in the past ? 
The only reply is that, for other reasons, 
this is more convenient. Now as regards 
practical utility. We have got to carry 
out as best we can the laws of public 
health and decency. I am afraid these 
are very imperfectly carried out at pre- 
sent in this great metropolis. I often 


think that, instead of askjng for fresh 
legislation, it would be much better to 
carry out the laws you have got and put 
into operation existing legislation. If 
people would confine themselves more to 


{23 May 1900} (Women’s Disabilities) Bill. 1058 


(that, and not always be asking for 


additional laws and for the repealing of 
laws which exist, in my opinion, we 
should get on a great deal better. These 
ladies have been for many years past on 
these very bodies which are now being 
suppressed, and they will be prevented 
from carrying on similar work in the 
future, unless this change is made. I 
will just read a few remarks which have 
been made by Miss Alice Busk, who is a 
member of the Vestry of St. George-the- 
Martyr, Southwark. She has had twelve 


| years’ experience in Whitechapel and 
y p p 


Spitalfields in the management of tene- 
ment property, and has taken her part in 
helping to get the poor parish of St. 
George-the-Martyr into a more sanitary 
condition. She says— 


“In St George’s we inherited the result of 
years of neglect—that is to say, of scamped 
work on the part of contractors, and of neglect 
on the part of our predecessors on the vestry 
in not looking inte matters. The more we 
learn of the state of things underground the 
more fearsome it is, for openings up too often 
reveal sewers not jointed in any way, and laid 


‘in a method which is best described as the 
: ‘switehback 


railway’ system! It is no 
wonder, therefore, that our death rate is a high 
one. I do not propose to give startling details, 
for I would rather tell of the way in which we 
are trying to deal with our difficulties.” 


She goes on to speak of the way she 
worked on the health committee, and 
she seems to have achieved very great 
improvement in that respect. In refer- 
ence to the work of the reception house 


' committee, for which women are specially 


fitted, she says— 


‘‘The reception house was )uilt to receive 
the families from one or two-roomed tene- 
ments while their rooms are disinfected after 
infectious illness. As the shelters have 
sroved to. be failures throughout most of 
Poudon, we set ourselves to see how we could 
make ours especially attractive. The sub- 
committee Po great pains in furnishing. 
There are four two-roomed tenements, which 
we made into quite model little workmen’s 
homes. We did not omit a cot for the 
baby—the statistics of our medical officer as 
to the number of infants that die of suffoca- 
tion, and of the proportion of these that meet 
their death on Saturday night, being sadly 
suggestive. To remove the nervous fear 
which we knew prevailed with regard to thes 
shelters in other districts, we ladies asked the 
permission of the yestry to give a ‘house- 
warming’ as soon as the building was ready 
for occupation,” 


Then she describes how these shelters 
were received by the poor people with 
acclamation. Here is another example of 
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the work which women can do. 
Busk goes on to say— 
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Miss 


‘Our boldest venture has been the appoint- ' 


ment in 1896 of a woman inspector to measure 
up and register our very lowest class houses, 
and to carry out the stringent regulations 
known as the Tenement Bye-laws. It had 
been previously held that this was a man’s 
work, but the result has abundantly justified 
our action, for not only has our inspector 
kept the landlords up to maintaining these low 
class tenements in very good condition, but she 
has also succeeded by her tact and persuasive 
powers in getting her overcrowding cases 
abated, so that in the whole time she has been 
working for us (nearly two and a half years) 
she has only been obliged to take ten over- 
crowding cases into court, and nine cleansing 
cases, and in every case she has obtained a 
conviction.” 


This is another example of what I call the 
practical utility of this work. I say that 
to women of this kind we owe a debt of 
public gratitude, and why in the name of 
common sense are we to reject the assist- 
ance of these women and take a retro- 
grade step in the great end important 
work of social restoration? Surely no one 
can say that in London there is nota great 
deal remaining to be done in the way of 
improving our social system. I should be 
the last person to minimise the glories 
which our nation has achieved in its ex- 
ternal relations, but there is perhaps some- 
thing in the suggestion of our foreign 
friends that we must make our own dwell- 
ings sweeter if we expect other people to 
admire us to the extent to which we 
admire ourselves. 
greatest honour which a nation can achieve 
is to be found in the care which it takes 
of the most helpless portion of the com- 
munity. It is because I believe that on 
the admission, or, rather, on she reten- 
tion of women in such work depends in 
great measure the real success of local 
government, that I cordially support this 
motion. 


*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
The right hon. Member for the University 
of Oxford has done good service in re- 
calling to the House what is the real 
question before it on this occasion. He has 
found that this is not a question of an 
abstract principle, but that it is a con- 
crete issue. He has pointed out that it is 
not a question of giving women some posi- 
tion which they do not now possess, but 
that it is one of taking away from them a 
position which they now occupy. Upon 
the question of the ability with which 

Mr. Talbot. 


But, after all, the ' 
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women have done their work, I do not 
propose to enter. Ido not believe that 
even the most extravagant opponents of 
this measure will hesitate to admit that 
the work which has been done by women 
in local government already is work 
which merits the recognition of Parlia- 
ment and of the nation. Nor will I 
enter upon the question of any ab- 
stract right which women may possess. 
These are considerations which do_ not 
commend themselves in argument to this 
House. This House is a concrete-minded 
body and likes to look at questions upon 
their merits. But there are other con- 
siderations which weigh with me as with 
the hon. Member opposite, and these con- 
siderations may be shortly put as follows : 
in the first place, it is in the highest 
degree desirable that we should increase, 
as far as we possibly can, the field 
from which we are to draw the people 
who are to represent the public in the 
affairs of local government. It is not 
quite so easy to find suitable and public- 
spirited representatives to fill one of those 
offices. It is not just the simplest thing 
to find somebody free from the reproach 
of having an axe of his own to grind and 
who has got sufficient public spirit to 
throw himself into the work without the 
suspicion that he will be actuated by 
some consideration other than the public 
interest. I, for one, should regret very 
much if this House were to go out of its 
way to narrow the field from which these 
public positions are to be filled. It will 
be said, and said with force, that after all 
the question which is raised here is one 
of enlarging the rights which women are 
entitled to claim in respect of these 
matters. It will be said that this is a 
proposition to so enlarge the claim of 
women to sit on these bodies that it is 
akin to a proposition for giving them 
access to town councils as well as 
borough councils. [An Hon. MEm- 
BER: Hear, hear!] Apparently the 
hon. Member assents to this view. 
What we have to do with in London is 
something different from ordinary town 
councils. Up to the time of the passing 
of the Act of Parliament women 
were taking part in the work of the 
vestries, and doing an amount of the 
public business the value of which is not 
challenged. It is not a question of de- 
manding something new ; it is much more 
a question of removing them from a 
sphere which they have occupied with 
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conspicuous usefulness ; and when it is 


said that the passage of this measure will | 


open up to women a claim to enter public 
life in town councils my answer is that 
ou have brought yourself face to face 
with the problem whether for the pur- 


poses of the work which women have to . 


do you will liken the new borough coun- 
cils to what they do not at all resemble— 
part of the ordinary corporations of this 
country, or whether you liken them to 
what they really are—a great and im- 
proved organisation for dealing with the 
work of the whole of London. We are 
not dealing here with the analogy of the 
town councils. It is open to those who 
choose to draw that distinction and say. 
that they vote for the admission of women 
to the new borough councils on the simple 
ground that women have hitherto been 
doing useful work in London, and they 
do not choose to take any step which 
would prevent them doing it in the future. 
But there is another class of objectors. 
Members enter the House when a 
division is called and ask what it is 
upon. They are told ‘ Women suffrage,” 
and they vote accordingly. But that 
really is not the issue; it is not an 
abstract question of the right of women 
to full municipal suffrage in any sense 
in which they have not had it up to the 
present time, it is a question whether it 
is desirable that women should sit upon 
local governing boards of a strictly limited 
order. It is a question which was solved 
long ago when they were admitted to, 
school boards, parish councils, and district 
ouncils, and the affirmation of the prin- 
‘iple has been attended by substantial 
wublic advantage. Here is no abstract 
principle, it is a question to be decided 
ipon its merits, considering it in relation 


io the needs of London and the fitness of | 


vomen for the work. I am not going to 
gue it; I regard it as res judicata. 
People may say that Parliament, after all, 
ought to lay down some restrictions, and 
wonsider to what extent it should go in 
allowing women to take their place 
among the citizens of the country. I for 
one dislike Parliament attempting to lay 
down abstract principles. Surely you 
tan leave these things to public opinion. 
Why try and fetter the discretion of the 
electorate? If there are foolish virgins 
or married women who wish to meddle | 
with these matters without experience, | 
and who are likely to bring confusion 
Into public affairs, public opinion may 
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be safely left to decide on the claims of 
particular candidates, but if Parliament 
refuses this amendment of the law it will 
stir up a sense of injustice among women, 
who will not cease to agitate until they 
get their rights, as they call them. Public 
opinion will decide whether women are 
fit to do certain work, and it will not 
elect a foolish woman a second time. 
By refusing to pass this Bill Parliament 
will be creating an official barrier which 
will prove to be no lasting barrier at all, 
but will raise a real case of injustice which 
we shall not be able to resist on a future 
occasion without imperilling our reputa- 
tions for good sense. It has been said 
that this matter was settled last session. 


' We had three divisions ; in one there was 


a considerable majority for the women, 
and in the other two the majorities were 
against them. But I remember how 
those majorities came about, and I deny 


‘that what we did last session represented 


the deliberate and final opinion of the 
House of Commons on this matter. It 
represented only a snap conclusion; a 
conclusion which might have gone one 
way or the other, according to the hour 
at which the vote was taken. There are, 
I know, strong feelings on this question, 
but I appeal to hon. Members not to deal 
with it as an abstract principle, but rather 
to look to the necessities of London, and 
at the good work which women have done 
in these matters in the past. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 


‘ham): Although this isa Bill to enable 


women to sit on the new London munici- 
palities, I observe that, with one or two 
exceptions, all the Members who have 
spoken on it sit for other than London 
constituencies. The hon. Member for 
West Aberdeenshire seemed to be under 
the impression that anyone who opposed 
this Bill cast an aspersion upon womet. 
I am a strong opponent of the measure, 
and I certainly have no desire to pass any 
aspersions upon women, or to deny that in 
many different walks of life they are as 
capable as—and, in some instances, more 
capable than—men. 


Dra. FARQUHARSON : I only applied 
the observation to an individual speaker 
who preceded me. 


Mr. BANBURY: [accept the explana- 


‘tion, but I thought it advisable to make 


the observation because there are many 
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Members on this side of the House who 
oppose the Bill, not because they do not 
think women are equal with or superior 
to men, but because they have a con- 
scientious belief that they are not fitted 
to sit upon these councils, and because 
also they foresee that such a step may lead 
to a further extension of women suffrage. 
The hon. Member for West Aberdeenshire 
complained that the arguments used last 
session were being repeated to-day. No 
doubt they are, but surely they are still 
relevant to the issue we have to decide. 
With regard to the divisions which took 
place last session, two were no doubt 
scratch divisions, but the third one cer- 
tainly was not of that character, for 357 
Members voted in it, or only six fewer 
than voted for the Second Reading of the 
London Government Act, 1899. But 
this was not the division which really de- 
cided the question ; that was taken on 
6th July, when 423 Members voted and 
the majority against was not thirty-five 
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but sixty-nine. The questions we have to , 
‘advocate any cause which they may take 


decide are—first, are women suited to sit 
upon these particular councils ; and second, 


would the effect of this Bill, if passed, he | 


to advance the cause of women suffrage 4 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for the University of Oxford has said it is 
not a good argument to say you must not 
do something right because something 


may follow which is not right. But I 
would point out that if this Bill passes 
the advocates of women suffrage in this 
House would have much stronger grounds 
on which to advance their claims than 
they have at the present moment. Again, 
as to the eligibility of women. If this 
Bill passes what will be the result? We 
know that borough councils are elected 
by popular suffrage, and though unques- 
tionably in London these elections are 
not attended with such riotous scenes as 
were of common occurrence years ago, 
no one who has gone through a cont2sted 
election can deny that there is a good 
deal of excitement. There are women 
who would not care to face the turmoil of 
a political election. These borough council 
elections are sure to be contested on 
political grounds ; there will be political 
organisations at work, and if you allow 
women to come forward I think it is 
obvious they will have to take an active 
share in political matters. That, I hold, 
is not at all to be desired. Apart from 
that the question arises, what is the chief 


work that will be done by these borough | 


Mr. Banbury. 
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councils? We know, of course, that 
women have done good work in many of 
the directions which have been mentioned 
in this debate. But if we allow women to 
sit upon these borough councils I do not 
see how we can prevent them from sitting 
on the municipalities in the provinces, 
Now a great part of the work of the 
municipalities, both in the provinces and 
in London, has to do with finance, 
Whether or not hon. Members think that 
the municipalities of to-day are doing 
good work, no one will deny that the debt 
of the municipalities is increasing very 


rapidly. I believe it is now something like 


£250,000,000, and while during the last 
fifteen years the National Debt has been 
decreasing enormously, the debts of the 
munivipalities have been _ increasing 
at a much faster rate. What would 
be the result of having women 
as councillors? Women undoubtedly are 
sentimental, and there is no doubt that 
their keen sense of right and duty, added 
to their sentimentality, compels them to 


up, utterly regardless of any conse- 
quences that may follow. It is con- 
ceivable that if a project came before a 
body on which women were in a majority, 
a project against which nothing could be 
said except that this was not an ideal 
world and that to carry it out would cast 


_a burden on the ratepayers which they 
‘would not be able to bear, such a body 


would be guided by the excellence of the 
project rather than by considerations of 
finance. It seems to me that that might 
easily happen. An hon. Member has 
alluded to the good work women have done 
on boards of guardians, and he also stated 
he could see no reason why they should 
not act as inspectors. In that matter I 
perfectly agree with him. I think that 
women would do much better work as 
inspectors than they could upon these 
councils. Then, again, a contractor, I 
believe, is not allowed to sit upon a 
municipality with which he has a con- 
tract ; but, if women could be elected, such 
a contractor’s wife might, if she had a 
house in her own right in the district. 
The hon. Member for West Aberdeenshire 
says that women ask for no favour 
and only for a fair hearing. Then 
if all that women ask is to compete 
with men on equal ground, why should 
they not sit in this House? Such a step 
in the direction of female suffrage would, | 
think, be very disastrous. It has been said 
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that the best women do not wish to come 
forward. Whether that is so or not, only 
thirteen, I am told, availed themselves of 


the privilege in the case of the London . 


vestries between the years 1894 and 1899. 
That, surely, is not a very large number in 
a population of over five millions. But 


the real question is whether we are to, 
‘that the Lords Amendment was passed 


alter the whole social life of the country. 
To admit the thin end of the wedge, as is 
now proposed, would be an extremely 


unfortunate course, and I hope the House | 
will reject the Bil] and reaffirm the 


principle at which it arrived after much 
consideration last year. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
The hon. Gentleman, who 
deals with great fairness with this 
question, has rather withdrawn the 


debate from the practical ground on | 


which it was based by the right 
on. Member for Oxford University and 
the hon. and learned Member for Had- 
dington. The hon. Member’s arguments 
were of a very general nature, and, I 
venture to think, should not influence 
the House largely in the matter. He has | 


spoken of changing the whole social life of | 


the country, and he seems to fear the 
developments that might arise. But I 
am inclined to believe that we 
may well leave our successors in 


this House to deal with future ques- ' 


tions as they arise in a practical spirit. 


This is not a question of a new privilege, | 


it is a question of the retention of a 
right or power which is at present in the | 
hands of women. The limitation of the, 
number of women who have availed them- 
selves of the right to thirteen surely dis- 
poses of the hon. Member's suggestion 
that an immense number of incapable or , 
insuitable women would rush into the | 
London vestries. The capability of those | 
women who have entered is beyond all | 
doubt, and in reference to that one must | 
not forget the good work done by a lady | 
Inspector in St. George’s, Southwark, work 
which stopped the spread of infectious 
disease by reconciling the inhabitants to 
the removal of their families from the 
small tenements in which it had broken | 
out. I agree it cannot well be said that 
this question was finally settled by the | 
divisions which were taken last year. 
The Bill as sent from this House to, 
another place contained a clause enabling | 
Women to sit on these boards. That | 
right was preserved to them in the House 


always | 
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of Commons. In another place the clause 


_was struck out, and in the closing days of 


the session the measure again came before 
the House of Commons. Many hon. 
Members feared that if they voted against 
the Lords Amendment they might lose 
the Bill altogether. Under those cir- 
cumstances it is not to be wondered at 


by a considerable majority. I am con- 
fident that many hon. Members who 
voted on that occasion voted simply 
because they feared the Bill would be 
lost if the Lords Amendment were not 
agreed to. It was simply a compromise, 
and no one could regard that as a settle- 
ment of the question. It has been sug- 
gested that women are not capable 
of dealing with financial questions. 
I certainly do not think that that 
has been found to be the case in 
connection with their work on boards 
of guardians or on the vestries. In 
conclusion I would point out that the 
extreme desire of all parties has been to 


secure a large number of fit persons to 


perform the duties incumbent upon the 
new councils. It is an admitted fact that 
there are a large number of capable 
women who have served London well 
upon the vestries. Is it not a desirable 
thing to take advantage of their capa- 
bility and willingness? Is it not a mis- 
take to insist on women ceasing to give 
their services for the benefit of the com- 
munity ? These are the questions which 
the House has to decide to-day, and I 
venture to say that if the Bill is rejected 
it means that women are not to continue 
doing the work which they have done in 
the past with general approval. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford) : 
If their arguments are worth anything, 
the promoters of the Bill should support 
the application of the Bill to the whole 
country. To listen to some speeches, one 
would suppose that until five years ago, 
when ladies were first permitted to sit 
upon vestries, ladies could do no good for 
the community at large. There is no 
evidence before the House to show that 
the thirteen women who sat on the 
London vestries were, in consequence of 
having sat on the vestries, better able and 
qualified to do the various good acts 
which have been related of women ever 
since women existed. Was it not until 
women were elected on the London 


_vestries that they first showed their 
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qualifications for benefiting the poorer } six years these thirteen ladies did not do 


communities? Did they not find scope 
for their energies as district visitors ? Did 
ladies not visit the workhouses and other 
institutions ? Are we to cast a slur on 
them and say that they can do no good 
because they are not eligible as councillors 
and aldermen? It has not been shown 
yet that the thirteen vestrywomen of 
London were better qualified to per- 
form their philanthropic duties because 
they held public office. An hon. Member 
has referred to the case of the working 
woman at Liverpool who took the initia- 
tive in establishing washing places for 
the poor. Was she a town councillor or 
an alderman? Would her work have 
been better done, would she have initiated 
those charitable institutions with greater 
success, had she been a member of the 
council? Another hon. Member spoke 
of the qualifications of women for follow- 
ing a dust-cart ; he said they would be 
unable to deal with dirt and dustmen. I 
do not think these are the arguments 
we ought to have before us. This is 
merely an appeal to sentiment; it is-an 


endeavour to persuade people that they , 


ought not to vote against philanthropy ; 
it is a suggestion that because women 
have shown certain good qualiites in the 
past they are entitled to have these 
honours thrust upon them. But really 
this Bill is brought forward because 
it is a step which is likely to meet 
with the least line of resistance. If 
the arguments of the hon. Member are 
worth anything we ought not to have 
this Bill limited to London alone. Are 
there no poor in our great cities who 
would be benefited by the philanthropic 
efforts of ladies? Are the poor in Sheffield, 
Glasgow, and other great cities different 
from the poor in London? Are there not 
tenement houses in these cities as well as 
in London, and are there no ladies work- 
ing to relieve their occupants? And why 
are not their labours recognised in this 
Bill, if their good work would be 


furthered by making them councillors or , 


alderwomen? You are afraid to do that, 
because you think it would be too 
big a measure and would be rejected. 
But you come here to-day with a small 
measure, because you say the circum- 
stances are of a peculiar nature. The 
argument is used that for six years 
thirteen ladies have been members of 
London vestries, and you come from the 


particular to the general and say that for 


Mr. Radcliffe Cooke. 


badly, and that therefore the system 
must be thoroughly established. If this 
concession, or whatever you call it, were 
demanded by women, why do we not see 
them in the lobbies of this House to- 
day? I have been through the Lobby 
on one occasion when the Women’s 
Suffrage Bill was being discussed, 
and I escaped. I went through the Lobby 
to-day, and I saw only one or two ladies, 
who were not of that attractive type with 
which we are familiar when the franchise 
is in question. My right hon. friend the 
Member for Bodmin and many others 
are familiar with the manner in which the 
franchise question is supported. My 
right hon. friend and others are accept- 
able persons at the drawing-room meetings 
at Peckham and Notting Hill. We know 
how much is made of these meetings. If 
the front drawing-room ‘s full it is a 
magnificent display of public feeling, and 
when the doors are thrown open and the 
little back parlour is also nearly full, it is 
quite a national demonstration. We have 
no national demonstrations in favour of 
this Bill; it is not worthy of them. 
Women want something more, and it is 
brought forward just as a little step in 
the direction of the franchise. Those 
who have been in the habit of attending 
ladies’ meetings—I have not lately attended 
any, but I did some twenty years ago— 
know that the admissions of the ladies 
themselves are very different from the 
statements made in this House, and when 
any voncession on any point is given, 
women always state among themselves 
that they regard it as only a step towards 
their ultimate goal—this House. It is 
natural that that should be so, because is 
it not common knowledge that if you 
give a woman an inch she will want 
an ell? I am not going to delay 
the House any longer, because I think 
this question is in course of practical 
solution. Anyone walking through the 
streets of London can see how much 
taller women are than men, and there are 
physical reasons which will make man 
take a back seat. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): Had the Govern- 
ment considered it necessary to discuss 
what is known as the women’s question 
on the Second Reading of this Bill I do 
not think I would have been selected to 
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state their views. | am not going to 
dilate on woman’s suffrage or any of the 
other questions which have been intro- 
duced during the debate. I have not in 
the least concealed what my opinions are 
on the subject—they are recorded in the 
division lists of this House; and what- 


over | may say or do on this Bill I do | 


not intend to give up one iota of the 
convictions I hold on these questions. 
But I am not quite sure that I agree with 
all that has been said by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Islington in 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill. 


can perform better than men. 
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doing in public Departments of the State. 
That is quite true. He referred to the 
Local Government Board, and I shoule 
like to point out to him that we havd 
women inspectors, but that they are 
rigidly confined to duties which they are 
pre-eminently qualified to discharge. We 
have inspectors under the Local Govern- 
ment Board for boarded out children 
and for the Poor Law Schools; that 
is manifestly a duty which women 
But so 


far as the public Departments of the State 


The House was not so full then as it is | 


now, and I would like to take it back to 
some of the statements made by the hon. 
Gentleman. He gave a history of the 


tion last year. He said that the proceed- 
ings of the House had been vacillating 
in regard to it, and he went further and 
said that they had not been very credit- 
able. He told us that there had been 


are concerned I think the hon. Gentleman 
will find that women are not called on to 
perform general duties, but are confined 
to specific duties for which they are most 


admirably fitted. The hon. Gentleman 
proceedings in connection with this ques- | 


several divisions in the House, and that | 


Members had voted first one way and 
then another, and in order to remedy that 
he proposes to have another division, 
to put the House into a still more vacil- 
lating condition, and make confusion 
worse confounded. That is apparently 
what he means by calling on the House 
to divide on this Bill to-day. Nor am I 
quite sure that I altogether agree with the 
case the hon. Gentleman sought to make 
for the Bill. As to what he said about 
ladies as members of boards of guardians 
and school boards there can be no ques- 
tion. I have adequate knowledge of the 
enormous services rendered by women on 


poor law boards ; but what are the duties | 


that are cast upon them ? The case there, 
in my opinion, is absolutely clear. They 
have to deal with children, for example ; 
with questions of dietary ; questions of 
clothing and bedding; in short, they 
have to deal with what may be properly 
described as the management of a home. 
It will be admitted at once, even by the 


strongest opponents of the women’s ques- | 
tion, that women are better equipped to | 


perform these duties than men, and the 
same may be said with regard to school 
boards. The argument in these cases is 
adsolutely complete, and the excellent 
work which women have done on boards of 
guardians and school boards is fully appre- 
cated not only by this House, but by 
the public. Then the hon. Gentleman 


left out one argument which is stronger 
than any he used. The Local Govern- 
ment Board nominates women members 
of the Metropolitan Asylums Board, and 
that is a stronger point for him than that 
of women inspectors. I want to ask the 
House whether the same case can be 
made out for women on these new 
councils, I think that case can be made ; 
but has the hon. Member made it? Take 
the question of the housing of the working 
classes or the administration of the Infec- 
tious Diseases Act, or the question of 
baths and washhouses. What did the 
hon. Member say about the housing ques- 
tion? He said that women were better 
qualified to consider the question 
of bye-laws than men. I[ am at 
a loss to understand how _ that 
can be made out. I will tell the hon. 
Member what takes place. I do not think 
municipal corporations consider bye-laws 
at all. Thay fall back on the Central 
Department of the State and rely on the 
model bye-laws that are’ supplied. I 
utterly fail to see why women are better 
qualified than men to consider a bye-law. 


*Mr. LOUGH: I said not only to con- 
sider them, but to see that they are 
carried out. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Take the 
question of the adulteration of food. The 
borough councils have very little to do 
with it. What is their duty? Simply 
to sanction prosecutions. The real duty 
is discharged by the inspectors, who have 
to go from shop to shop and test the 
quality of the food, and institute prosecu- 
tions. My only objection to the local 


referred to the work which women are | authorities in the question is that they do 
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not sanction prosecutions as often as they 
ought. The hon. Gentleman has made 
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out an irresistible case for women in- ; 
spectors, but not such a strong case for | 


women councillors. So much for the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman in opening 
this debate. Now, I voted last year for 
women councillors, and under opportune 
circumstances I should repeat that vote. 
The real position, however, is this— 
after an exciting controversy in 
this House and in another place this 
question was decided last year. I will 
not talk about a final settlement. I 
am not going to be so foolish as to use 
that phrase about any Act passed here or 
anywhere else. 
settlement of any question in any session 
of Parliament. But the real question 
which the House has now to decide is, I 


submit, not whether women are fitted to | 
be borough councillors, but whether the ' 


decision that was arrived at last year by 
both Houses of Parliament ought, in 
fact, to be reversed and upset before the 


Act has actually come into operation. | 


That is, I submit, the real question the 
House ought to consider. The hon. 
Member for Haddington stated that this 


House prided itself on being a practical , 


assembly. We all have a good conceit of 
ourselves, I suppose, but I am going to 
bring the hon. Member’s statement to the 
test to-day. This session of Parliament 
is now near the close of its second stage, 
and I ask any hon. Gentleman who knows 
anything of the procedure of Parliament, 
what chance has an opposed Bill of a 
private Member at this period of the 
session? If we are a practical assembly, 
let us look at things in a practical light. 
I say nothing now about opposition else- 
where, but opposition is keen enough on 
both sides of this House to prevent 
this Bill travelling any further, if its 
Second Reading is taken to-day, and 
therefore as a practical assembly I do not 
see why we should take that step. On 
this ground, and on this ground alone— 
that the question was fully discussed and 


considered last year, that a settlement , 


was arrived at under which the Bill was 
passed—the Government consider that 
the settlement, which was arrived at 
after a great deal of conflict and con- 
troversy, ought not to be upset within 
twelve months of the date on 
it was made. It is a question, no doubt, 
on which great difference of opinion 
exists on both sides of the House, and is 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


There can be no final | 


which , 
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therefore a question which the House 


will have to settle for itself, the Govern- 


ment contenting themselves with pointing 
out the facts of the situation. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): 
My hon. friend the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board finds himself, no 
doubt, in very embarrassing circumstances, 
I listened with a good deal of interest, 


with some sympathy, and some degree 


even of commiseration, to his speech, 
but I was astonished at the conclusion 


‘which, by way of advice, he read out on 


behalf of the Government—namely, that 
we are to vote as we like. But the 
Government seem to have instructed 
my hon. friend to say that inasmuch as a 
settlement was made last year it would 
not be politic to open it now. 
I am sorry that those who devised 
these words were not here to listen to the 
speech of my hon. friend the Member for 
Hereford. He is no friend of this Bill- 
He has got a good robust intellect of his 
own, and does not generally conceal 
facts from himself, and he very openly 
and candidly said that the settlement of 
last year was no settlement by the House 
of the question itself. What did happen ? 
We voted on the question in a confused 
way in Committee ; we then appointed a 
day to vote on it again, and we had a 
large majority in favour of the retention 
by women of eligibility to sit on these 
boards. The Bill went up to the Lords, 
and there, by a very large majority, the 
clause which we inserted was _ struck out, 
and a disability clause put in its place. 
When the Bill came back to this House 


‘the question arose as to whether we 


should assent to what the Lords had 
done, and my right hon. friend the Leader 
of the House, who had voted three times 
in favour of allowing women to attain 
their eligibility, argued as to the pro- 
priety of assenting to the Lords Amend- 
ment,in order to escape embarrassment 
and to save the Bill. He voted 
himself in that sense, and _ carried 
with him, with the assistance of the 
Government Whips, a very large number 
of Members on this side, who voted 
for the Lords Amendment simply in order 
to escape embarrassment and save the 
Bill. That is what my hon. friend now says 
was a settlement of the question. {t was 
nothing of the sort. It was a provisional 
settlement in respect to that Bill, but on 
the merits of the case there was no settle- 
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ment whatever. We have now an oppor- 
tunity given of pronouncing on the merits 
of the case in a detached and separate 
form. My hon. friend said that we could 
not advance this Bill, but Ido not give 
up hope ; we will get this division first, 
and then we can see what we can do 
afterwards. After having listened to 
almost all the debate I am free to confess 
that I have heard little but what I have 
heard before in this House, but I should 
wish to recall one or two arguments which 
have been used in favour of this Bill. 
The great and substantial argument is 
this, that we are proceeding on no abstract 
lines; we are not working in vacuo as to 
the eligibility of women to discharge this 
or that function ; we are instituting no 
comparison between the qualities of women 
and of men. We take our stand on the 
fact that for five years in the vestries 
of London women have been eligible to 
sit, that they have been chosen, and have 
sat, and have done good work, and 
that the electors ought to have the 
power to re-elect them if they wish. 
The vestries under the Act of last year 
have been changed in name much more 
than in form into the municipal boroughs 
of London, and the question is whether we 
will deprive women of the power of sitting 
on these councils which they enjoy on the 
vestries, which they have exercised with 
advantage and which the electors wish 
them to retain. We only propose to give 
the electors the power to re-elect women if 
they chose, and, of course, if they do not 
wish to re-elect them the whole thing 
comes to nothing. If the electors wish 
to elect ladies to represent them on the 
borough councils, which are the successors 
of the vestries, and if women are fitted to 
discharge the work, why should we not 
preserve for them the eligibility they now 
possess ? Something has been said about 
the boroughs having to discharge higher 
functions than the vestries. What are 
these new functions which the borough 
councils are to have and which the 
vestries have not ? The councils will have 
to do with finance ; the vestries have to 
do with finance ; and the greater part 
of the work of the borough councils will 


he exactly the same as that of the vestries | 


which they will succeed, and the question 
is whether opportunity should not be 
provided to enable women to repeat on 
the councils the good work they have 
discharged on the vestries. The admir- 


able speech of my right hon. friend the 
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Member for Oxford University was con- 


‘ vincing to all who heard it, and deserves 


the closest study. The work that women 
have done has been largely with reference * 
to such questions as the housing of the 
people. We had a great deal of discus- 
sion quite recently on that subject. It 
has been recognised as one of the greatest 
problems of our time. It is specially 
urgent in London, and in respect to that 
question women have shown their capacity 
not merely as inspectors but as coun- 
cillors in instigating, creating, and de- 
veloping new forms of work and new 
forms of activity. My hon. friend 
said that women should be __ in- 
spectors, but that they need not be 
councillors, and he referred to the duties 
of the borough councils in connection 
with the adulteration of food, in which 
he said the inspectors did the work, and 
the public authorities only too slowly 
instituted prosecutions. That is the very 
kind of work which a woman councillor 
would instigace and encourage her brother 
councillors to undertake. We want 
women members of the vestries in order 
to encourage the male members to do 
their work, which they are ready enough 
to do when it is pointed out to them. 
It is for that reason that the ad- 
dition of women is so valuable. In 
1894 women were made eligikle to sit 
on vestries, and all that has happened 
since is a confirmation of the wisdom of 
the step then taken, because experience 
has fully justified it. There is only one 
other argument which really requires 
mention. I pass by the argument of 
the thin end of the wedge, and others 
which have really nothing to do with the 
matter, and also the observations of the 
hon. Member for Peckham, who talked 
about the whole order of society being 
upset by making women eligible to sit on 
these councils. But another argument 
was used. It was said, “If you really 
believe that women would be such 
valuable members of the borough councils 
of the metropolis, you ought to bring in 
a Bill making them eligible to sit on 
borough councils throughout the king- 
dom.” There is one answer to that— 
namely, that we are practical men trying 
to secure a practical object, and that time 
is short. In the next place, the work of 
the borough councils in London will be 
entirely different in range and character 
to the work of other borough councils 
throughout the kingdom. The borough 
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councils of London are subordinate 
bodies, and part of their functions, which 
other councils exercise themselves, are 
taken over by the London County 
Council. For my own part, I should be 
quite ready to watch the experiment, and 
if the case is proved by the experiment 
we are not going to stop at it. 
Bill is a simple measure. 
secure that eligibility which the House 
affirmed last year, and which we gave up, 
not on its merits, but in order to save the 
London Government Bill. That eligibility 
should be preserved, and any breach of 
continuity should be prevented in the 
good work which women are doing. My 
right hon. friend the Member for Oxford 
University has told us that the Dill is to 
preserve the positions which women now 


hold on the vestries, that it will enable | 
| sanitation, housing, and other matters, to 


| consider well before voting against this 
| Bill. 
‘Bill is what is called the thin end of 


them to sit on these councils in the future 
if the electors choose to elect them, and 
to continue the good work which has 
distinguished them during the last five 
years. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): This 
question has been fully debated this even- 
ing, was fully debated last year, and I 
intervene now for one reason only. My 


right hon. friend who has just sat down 
is very well known to the House as a 


strong and consistent advocate of 
Women’s Parliamentary suffrage. 
have not the good fortune to agree with 
my right hon. friend on that subject, and 
ever since I have been in this House 1 
have voted on every occasion against it. 
Therefore I take the liberty of saying 
now why I conceive it to be my duty to 
give my vote in favour of this Bill. My 
right hon. friend may be a suspected wit- 
ness, my hon. friend the Member for 
Haddington may be also considered 
a suspected witness, but on _ this 
point I am _ not a_ suspected 
witness, because I have always been 
opposed to granting the Parliamentary 
suffrage to women, and I shall continue 
tobe so. Why, then, do I intend to vote 
for this Bill? Because it appears to me 
to have nothing to do with the question 
of the Parliamentary suffrage for women, 
and because I see two very clear strong 
reasons for it. In the first place, it pro- 


poses to keep open the field of eligibility, | 


which we should narrow if we took away 
from women the right they now enjoy 
for doing this work. The House ought 
to remember that women can exercise 


Mr. Courtney. 
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that right up to the Ist of November 
next, and after that they will lose it 
under the provision of the Act of last 
year. But if this Bill is now passed we 
will avoid that breach in the continuity 
of their work. I think that, prima fucie, 
it is very undesirable to narrow the field 
of choice which the electors have. If the 
electors consider that women discharge 
these functions well, why should they be 
not allowed to elect them as in the past / 
It has been amply proved that women are 
fitted for this work. The Secretary to 
the Local Government Board admitted 
that himself, and every hon. Member who 
has spoken has practically admitted that 
women do this work extremely well, and | 
would appeal to those hon. Members who 
know the good work that women have 
done on the vestries in connection with 


But the real argument against this 


the wedge argument. i am sure that 
hon. Members who are going to vote 
against this Bill are not going to vote 
against it because they think women are 
not fitted for the work, but because they 
think it is a step towards what they very 
much dislike—namely, giving women the 
Parliamentary franchise and admitting 
them into this House. I would deprecate 
both those results, but I have heard this 
argument used so often that I have at 
last been led to the conclusion that it is 
used to distract attention from the real 
It is net used because 
people suppose that the House will go on 
from one thing to another, but because it 
is the easiest way of opposing this mea- 
sure. This House is not the slave of 
logical uniformity, and it is perfectly well 
able to draw a distinction between con- 
tinuing the good work which women 
have done in the vestries and transferring 
them to a sphere so absolutely different 
as the work done by this House. For 
that reason, and because I believe that 
we are taking no step whatever towards 
Parliamentary franchise for women, that I 
intend to vote for this Bill and give it my 
cordial support. 


Mr. ARNOLD (Halifax): I regret 
very much that this Bill has been brought 
forward, and I would also regret to see 
this House pass it. The reason is that for 
years I have most heartily desired that the 
Parliamentary franchise should be given 
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to wo:nen ratepayers. That question has 
been discussed many times, and the main 
argument against it is what the right 
hon. Gentleman has described as the thin 
end of the wedge argument. It is sup- 
posed that if we give the Parliamentary 
suffrage to women they will go from one 
thing to another until they will at last be 
claiming to have seats in this House. I 
think feeling in this country is decidedly 
against that, but i believe also that the 
feeling of .the country is in favour of 
giving \the Parliamentary franchise to 
women ratepayers. In answer to the 
argument of the thin end of the wedge, 
I have always said that women for years 
have had the privilege of voting for 
municipal councillors, and although they 
have had that privilege, and have used it 
to the great advantage of the community, 
yet they never attempted to claim seats 
in the municipalities for themselves. 
They have never asked for that, and I do 
not think they want it. Let any hon. 
Member recall to his mind how many 
ladies there are in his constituency who 
would wish to occupy seats on the muni- 
cipalities. He would find that there is 
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perhaps one, and no more, and, even if 


there were lady candidates, the great 
majority of the women voters would not 
vote for them. Our reply to the thin 
end of the wedge argument was that, 
although the women aad a muni- 
cipal suffrage, they did not aspire 
to seats in the municipalities. 
Ifthe House passes this Bill that argu- 
ment will disappear, and the argument 
against Parliamentary suffrage for women 
will be stronger, and I donot think the 
women will be ever able to obtain that 
privilege. For that reason I will vote 
against this Bill. 


Mr. TRITTON (Norwood): As one of 
the Unionist Members for London who 
intends to vote for the Second Reading of 
this Bill, perhaps the House will allow me 
to briefly explain why I will do so. First, 
as to the suitability of women to sit on 
these councils, That has been amply 
demonstrated, and no further words are 
needed. 


tioned, and that is that women have much 
more time to attend to these municipal 
matters than men. I know something of 
the London vestries, and the bulk of their 
Members are, like myself, business men, 
who have their own businesses to look 
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after, and they try to manage the affairs 
of the vestry after a long day’s work. 
Women, on the other hand, have much 
more time and leisure, and also, I think, 
more zeal and enthusiasm for the work. 
, As to the desirability of allowing women 
to continue the work they now discharge 
in the vestries, | would remind the House 
that we have passed a Municipal Act for 
the better government of London, and 
[ do not think that we © shall 
get the better government of London 
by dismissing women from its municipal 
bodies. I know the importance of the 
housing of the working classes question in 
London, and, speaking as a London 
Member who has its interest at heart, I 
say it is one of the most difficult problems 
we have to face. It appears almost 
beyond the wit of man to solve, and why 
should we not have the combined wisdom 
of men and women in order to find a 
solution for it? There are some hon. 
Members who seem to be chiefly desirous, 
—I have a certain amount of sympathy 
with them-—-of establishing women’s 
rigbts. But we are now dealing with 
women whose chief aim is to disestablish 
women’s wrongs. They have worked in 
the cause of the poor for many years ; 
their hearts are touched at the terrible 
state of things they see, and the awful 
surroundings amid which working men 
and women have to bring up their 
children. There are many good 
ministering angels going through the 
;slums of London for years and making 
‘things better and brighter. If such 
‘women desire to sit on these municipal 
| councils are they not to be allowed to do 
so? If the poor wish to elect one of 
them are they not to have the power? I 
believe that it would tend to the 
better government of London if they had, 
and with all my heart and soul I 
will vote for the Second Reading, 
because [ believe women on these 
councils would bring a wrolesome, 
sweetening influence to bear on London, 
and would tend to the happiness and 
| prosperity of the poorest and weakest of 
| Her Majesty's subjects. 


There is one important reason, | 
however, which has not yet been men- | 


Si BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): I should like to ask hon. 
Gentlemen on this side of the House to 
support the Government in rejecting this 
| Bill. The Government, it is true, say that 
‘they will leave the party free to vote as 
‘they like, but I contend that the reasons 
2R 
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against the Bill are as strong this year as 
last. The whole number of ladies on the 
vestries is only fifteen as compared with 
1,600 other members, and therefore, so 
to speak, there would only be half a 
lady for each municipal body. There is 
no reason why we should put ladies on 
these important London boroughs, many 


of which will be ten or twenty times the | 


size of some provincial boroughs, and not 
put them on councils throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. It is 
much better that a lady should act as an 
inspector instead of being a single member 
in perhaps a council of seventy-two, where 
she would have very little voice in the 
assembly, but where her presence would 
interfere immensely with the action and 
comfort and sometimes the conversation 
of other members, and one can under- 
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stand circumstances where the younger 
members would be paying attention to 
the lady members rather than to the 
arguments being used. The Government 


| have left this an open question in a sense, 


but I am given to understand that ev ery 
member of the Government is going to 
vote against the Bill. I hope hon, 
Members on this side are not going to be 
misied. The arguments used in favour 
of this Bill are nothing less than the clap- 
trap of the Radical party, who want to 
secure the support of the ladies at the 
November election. I trust this party 
will vote against the Bill. 


Question put. 


Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 


135.) 


The House divided :— 
129. (Division List No. 


AYES, 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beach, Rt. HnW.W.B. (Hants. 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Solitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

3ond, Edward 

3oustield, William Robert Fowler, 
Brigg, John Fry, Lewis 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson Gibney, James 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, — sy Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannern.an, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Commins, Andrew 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 


Sir Blunde!! Muple. 


Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, 
Curran, 
Daly, James 


Dilke, 
Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 


Emmott, 
Evans,Sir F. 


Ferguson, R. 


I french, Peter 


Fitzmaurice, 


Gold, Charles 
Gorcon, Hon. 
Gourley, 


Cireen, 
Hammond, 


Hayden, 
Hayne, Rt. 
Healy, 
Healy, 


John William 
Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
a Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 
Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Donelan, Captain A. 


Doughty, George 
Douglas, Charles 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Alfred 
H.(Southampton | 
Farquharson, Dr. 
C. Munro (Leith) | 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
FitzGerald, Sir R. 
Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Gladstone, RtHn.HerbertJohn | 
Goddaid, Daniel Ford 


John Edward 
Sir Edw. 
Graham, Henry Robert 

W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gray, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
John (Carlow) 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
John Patrick 

Hon. 
Maurice (Cork) 
Thomas J. 
Healy, Timothy M. UN. i 
Hedderwick, Thomas ( 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hainpst’d) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, H<iiry 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, ¢ ‘olonel Edwin 
Humphrey s-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, WillianrCarnarv’nshire 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnsirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Lecky, Kt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H, 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’nsea 
Lloyd- George, David 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macdona, Jobn Cunning 
Maclure, Sir John William 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Cartan, Michael 

| M‘Ghee, Richard 
| 





M. (Lanark) 


Robert 


Penrose- 


Temperley 


Chas. Seale- 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


(Wexford) 
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Maddison, Fred. 

Manners, LordEdwardWm. J. 
Mappin. Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather. William 

Mellor, Col. (Lancashire) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hon.J. (Montrose) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morrison, Walter 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas W cy "C 
O’Brien, James F. Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick ( Kalkoowy) 
0’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

0’Malley, William 

O'Neill, Hon. Rolit. Torrens 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Paliner, George Wm. (Reading) 
Parnell, John Howard 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirGeo A(LancsSW 
Pinkerton, John 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. ‘SirM.H. (Bristol | 
Beaumont, W entwor th C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest Villiam: 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscowen, Arthur Griffith- 
pees, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn | 

Brown, Alexander H. 

Sutcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(I Jerbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Ret. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, ‘Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke,C. W. Radelitte; Heref’d) | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 

( ‘ruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


London Borough Councils 


| Spicer, 


| Hamilton, Rt. Hon. 
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| Purvis, Robert 


| Randell, David 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighlis. ) 

Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


' Round, James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw,:Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. Harrop(St: ulybr. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanaiks. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spencer, Ernest 

Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanley,SirHenry M. (Lambeth 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


NOES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


UV One vs 5s 





Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 


Drage, Geoffrey 


Dy ke, Rt. HonSir William Hart | 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Evans, S. 'T. (Glamorgan) 


' Faber, George Denison 


Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fergusson,RtHnSirJ (Manch’r 


| Finca, George H. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
| Fletcher, 


Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster Colonel (Lancaster) _ 
Garfit, William 


| Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond | 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 


| Goldsworthy, Major-General 


Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Lord G. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Helder, Augustus 
| Henderson, Alexander 


Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 


| 
} 
| 
| 
1 
| 
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Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.JG(Oxf dUniv.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley i George (Stockport) 
Whiteley,H.( Ashton-under-L. 
W ~eravmn dg Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersfid 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander ( erie E. 
Young, et (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, Jaines Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Tritton, 


Howard, Joseph 

Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpoo!) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J.gThrogmorton 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham) 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pe hillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lancs,Newton) 
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Powell, Sir Frances Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tichardson, SirT. (Hartlepool) | 
Ridley,Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) | 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh. 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Stanley, Ed, Jas, (Somerset) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH(Shettield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
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Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLioyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Mr. Boulnois and Mr. Evelyn 
Cecil. 4 


| CRUELTY TO ANIMALS ACTS AMEND. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bil! be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete.”—(Jr. 


Laugh.) 


Debate arising, and it being after half- 
past Five of the clock, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday, 
14th June. 


MENT BILL. 

“To amend the Acts relating to 
Cruelty to Animals,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 1st June, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 233.] 


WILD ANIMALS’ PROTECTION. 
Bill to make better provision for the 
Protection of Wild Animals, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Philip 
Stanhope, General Goldsworthy, and Sir 
William Wedderburn. 


WILD ANIMALS’ PROTECTION BILL. 
“To make better provision for the 


| Protection of Wild Animals,” presented, 


NEW BILLS. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Bill to amend the Law in regard to the 
qualifications of Justices of the Peace, , 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Luttrell, | 
Mr. Courtney, Mr. Seale-Hayne, Mr. 
Hare, Sir Joseph Leese, and Mr. Logan. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE BILL. 
regard to the 
” | 


| 


“To amend the Law in 
qualifications of Justices of the Peace, 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 1st June, 
and to be printed. | Bill 232. | | 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 
the Acts 


Bill to amend 


and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, Ist June, and 
to be printed. [Bill 234.] 
TENANT FARMERS 
RIGHTS). 
3ill to amend the Law with regard to 
the Sporting Rights of Tenant Farmers, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Luttrell, Mr. Channing, and Mr. Lam- 
bert. 


(SPORTING 


TENANT FARMERS (SPORTING 


RIGHTS) BILL. 

“To amend the Law with regard to the 
Sporting Rights of Tenant Farmers,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, Ist June, 
and to be printed. | Bill 235.] 


| PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
relating to 
Cruelty to Animals, ordered to be bri yuught 
in by Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Philip Stanhope, | 
General Goldsworthy, Mr. John Burns, | 


and Sir William Wedderburn. | 


Sixth Report brought up, and read; 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. (applicable thereto, have been complied 
| with, viz. :— 


Birmingham Corporation (Stock) Bill 
Leone dl Lords] 
, oray | Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. time. 


Thursday, 24th May, 1900. 


As amended, considered. ‘ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
. MENT BILL. 

On the Question that Clause 81 stand CHARING CROSS AND STRAND 

part of the Bill, ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
i. chee. LoweER: bay | OM een etgeee 

: this is the clause to which very great CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [Lords]. 
t exception is taken. I have no objection “ ‘ 

to offer to the omission of the clause, but DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

I think that this clause proposes to alter § Read the third time, and passed, with 
> the general law, and we have a right toask Amendments. 
. why a clause like this, which was opposed 
by the Local Government Board, should, NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


: have been put in by any Committee of this —_ Read the third time, and passed. 

’ House in the face of the Local Govern- 

{ ment Board’s Report, presented in pur: SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 

: suance of its duties in regard to motions TRAMWAYS BILL. 

i of this kind. I think a protest ought to — Read the third time, and passed. [New 
be entered against the promoters of Title.] 

| Private Bills introducing a change in the 

f general law which has had the effect SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 

: during the last two sessions of multi- BILL (BY ORDER). 

\ plying to such a degree the time taken’ ead the third time, and passed. 

. up in this House on so-called Private Bill | 

| business, that we find continual inroads) DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

} made on the General Statute Law, and I As amended, considered ; a clause 

i think it is high time the House entered added; Amendments made; Bill to be 

: an emphatic protest. I can only express read the third time. 

f my extreme surprise that any Committee | 

t of this House should have allowed such a LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (IMPROVE- 
clause in the Bill notwithstanding the | MENTS) BILL. 
Report of the Local Government Board, As amended, considered ; Amendments 
who had pointed out the great objections made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
to the clause. 

BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY (STAF- 

FORDSHIRE VOTTERIES) BILL. 


Reported, with an Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


The clause was omitted and the other 
Amendments of the promoters agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be read the third time. 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING Ne an 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- MID-KENT WATER BILL. 


QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). —_| JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRICITY 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | SUPPLY BILL. 
Report from one of the Examiners of |MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the [Lords]. 
case of the following Bills, originating in| NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
the Lords, and referred on the First) URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not | Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
previously inquired into, and which are | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtn Sgrizs.] | 28 
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MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOURBOARD | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
BILL [Lords]. | CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments; Report, Petitions in favour, from Denbigh ; 
to lie upon the Table. _ Poulton cum Seacombe ; Chadwell Heath ; 
| Sheffield (two) ; Stourbridge ; Brighton ; 

GOVERNMENT STOCK AND OTHER | Leytonstone ; Street (three) ; Newcastle 

SECURITIES INVESTMENT COMPANY | on Tyne ; Edinburgh (two) ; Govan: 

BILL [Lords]. | 2 ‘5 ee Van ; 

: | Ushaw Moor; Maryport (two) ; Liver- 

Reported, without amendment ; Report | pool; New Brancepeth; Anston; Car- 
to lie upon the Table. |lisle ; and Bury ; to lie upon the Table. 


i me - | 
Bill to be read the third time. | SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH. 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER | a OO 
BILL [Lords]. Petitions in favour, from Brighton ; 
PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER | Denbigh ; and Anston ; to lie upon the 
BILL [Lords]. able. 
BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE | ! 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL (Lords). | RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC 
° es ' > = ° 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


MALTA. 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. | Copy presented, of Ordnance No. 11, 
Reported; Report to lie upon the|0f 1898, “The Law relating to Public 
Table. | Meetings” [by Command] ; to lie upon 
‘the Table. 
DUBLIN ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. | BARBADOS. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 


y f " ag 
to lie upon the Table. Copy presented, of Rules for the 


| Government of the Prisons in Barbados 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


oe : . oe . | Return presented, relative thereto 
FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BIL. | (ordered 23rd May ; Mr. Ritchie] ; to lie 


Petitions against, from Master Bakers | ypon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 
of Woolwich ; Lewisham ; North Padding- | 186] P P 
ton ; East St. Pancras ; North Islington ; | 
and West Newington; to lie upon the) TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Table. | Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


. Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
~ 7c y 4 N at) ’ J 
FACTORIES AND errata BILL. | 2430 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Petition from the School Board for | Tape. 


London, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table. | TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
| SERIES). 
20MAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
P IRELAND at ' Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Petitions against establishment, from | No. 525 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Helensburgh ; Alexandria; and Kilmar- | Table. 
nock ; to lie upon the Table. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (CLERKS). 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON| Return ordered, “of the number of 
= ee Clerks in the Probate and other Divisions 
_ Petition from Greenock, in favour; to | of the High Court who are still serving 
lie upon the Table. after having attained 65 years of age, 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To | With their respective ages and length of 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. service. 
Petition from Milnathort, in favour;| ‘Of the number of Clerks of twenty 
to lie upon the Table. years’ service and upwards who werestill 
{ 
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serving on the 5th day of April on £200 
per annum in the same class as when they 


entered the Office, with their respective | 


ages.” 
“ And, similar information as to Clerks 
of between fifteen and twenty years’ ser- 


‘vice, and of from ten to fifteen years’ 


service.” —(Admiral Field.) 
QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — PROPOSED 
PUBLIC NATIONAL THANKSGIVING 
DAY. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will consider the 
desirability of now advising the appoint- 
ment of a public national thanksgiving 
day, with suitable form of prayer, in 
acknowledgment of God’s deliverances 
vouchsafed to so many of the subjects of 
the Queen in Her Majesty’s South African 
dominions. 

THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I have referred my hon. friend’s 
question to the Prime Minister, and he 
informs me that the matter will be taken 
into consideration later on. 


BLOCKING NOTICES—MR. DUN. 
COMBE’S NOTICE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether any communication has 
yet been received from the hon. Member 
for West Cumberland in reply to the 
telegrams sent to him, and authorising 
the removal from the Order-book of his 
motion which now precludes a discussion 
on the settlement of the war in South 
Africa ; and, if not, what steps he pro- 
poses to take to facilitate such a dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No reply has 
been received from the hon. Member. 
Under the circumstances I can take no 
steps, the resources of civilisation having 
in this case been exhausted. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): Has an appeal been 
made to the hon. Member to withdraw the 
motion % 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
stated that I sent two telegraphic 
messages. 


{24 May 1900} 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Did you prepay the reply ! 


Questions. 


[No answer was given. ] 


STATISTICS OF CASUALTIES FROM 
CAUSES OTHER THAN WOUNDS RE- 
CEIVED IN ACTION. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he can inform 
the House of the number of officers and 
men who since the commencement of the 
present war have died or been invalided 
home or are still in hospital in South 
Africa, from causes other than wounds 
received in action. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe :t- 
WILLIAMS) (for Mr. WyNDHAM): There 
is no objection toa Return showing the 
number of officers and men who have 
died or have been invalided home from 

, the causes mentioned, but the number in 
the hospitals in South Africa varies from 
day to day, and we receive no telegraphic 
information about it. A complete Return 

‘ cannot therefore be given. 


Mr. BAYLEY: Thenif I move for a 
Return, will it be granted 4 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
must ask the hon. Gentleman to accept 
the answer I have just read. 


ALLEGED WANTON DESTRUCTION 
OF PRIVATE PROPERTY BY BRITISH 
TROOPS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that British troops in execution of 
orders marched in towards Bloemfontein, 
burning practically everything on the 
road, that the troops were followed by 
about 3,500 head of loot cattle and sheep, 

_and that hundreds of tons of corn and 
forage were destroyed; whether such 
destruction of private property is in 
accordance with the usages of civilised 
warfare; and whether he will make 
inquiry whether the women and children 
inhabiting the destroyed farmhouses will 
be in danger of dying from starvation 

and exposure in the coming winter, and 
in such case will he have provision made 
against such a contingency. 


| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
| Mr. WYNDHAM): We have no informa. 
a 
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tion of the kind suggested by the question. | 
The Secretary of State has no doubt that | 
Lord Roberts is conducting his campaign | 
according to the usages of civilised war- 

fare, and does not propose to make the | 
suggested inquiry. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the information 
comes from a correspondent at Bloem- 
fontein, who gives his name, and who 
derives his information from conversations 
with officers who were the unwilling 
instruments of these orders ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: It isa 
matter of the most perfect indifference to 
me where the information comes from. | 
I do not believe it is true. 


Questions. 


WAR MEDALS—DELIVERY TO NEXT- 
OF-KIN OF DEAD SOLDIERS. 

Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
intended to send the medal for the South 
African campaign to the next-of-kin in the 
case of soldiers who have died of wounds 
received or disease contracted during the 
campaign. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpDHAM, 
Dover): This is invariably done. 


MARTIAL LAW—ALLEGED FENTANS | 


UNDER ARREST AT MAFEKING. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can now say if the 
stationmaster Mr. Quinlan and the other 


alleged Fenians, whom Colonel Baden- | 


Powell was reported some months ago to 
have in custody in Mafeking, are still 
alive; and, if so, where they are, upon 


what charge were they arrested, were | 


they tried, and, if so, by what tribunal, 
and upon what charge, and what was the 
sentence. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for | 
Mr. WyNnpHAM): I must refer the) 
hon. Member to the replies I 
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munication with the 
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THE RECTORS OF MAFEKING AND 
LADYSMITH. 


. Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if any recognition is to be 


/made of the services of the Rectors of 


Mafeking and Ladysmith rendered by 
them and their clergy to Her Majesty’s 
troops and _ beleaguered _ inhabitants 
during the protracted siege of those 
towns. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): As I have explained to 
the House in reply to questions of a 
similar nature, it is not possible to take 
up matters of this kind at the present 
time. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why not 
recommend them to Lord Salisbury for 
commissions ? ; 


BRITISH PRISONERS AT PRETORIA. 

CartaIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he can state whether 
any steps are being taken to send a 


| supply of blankets and warm clothing to 
Pretoria for the 


use of the British 
prisoners, the cold at that place during 
the coming months being intense ; and, 
if not, whether he will consider the 
advisability of doing so without delay. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 


|Mr. WynpHAM): The hon. and gallant 


Member may possibly be aware that 
diplomatic relations with the Government 
of Pretoria have been broken off. By the 
courtesy of the Government of the United 
States private persons are enabled to send 
money and comforts to the prisoners in 


| Pretoria. 


CapTAIN NORTON: Are there not 
means of supplying warm clothing to the 
prisoners otherwise than by direct com- 
Government at 
Pretoria ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I think 
the best possible means will be the 


have made to questions put by the| presence of the British Army there, an 
Member for the Rushcliffe Division of | event I think likely shortly to happen. 











Nottinghamshire on the 17th May, and | 
by the Member for Mid Cork on the 18th | 
Mayt+ Records have not arrived, but will | 
arrive in due course. 


Captain NORTON: And meantime 
will the hon. Gentleman take steps 
through the United States representative 
at Pretoria to see that these things are 
_ supplied ? 
| 





+ See pages 392 and 574 of this volume. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The question has 
been answered. 


Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I beg to ask | 


the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 


in view of the fact that many hundred | 


English soldiers are prisoners in Pretoria 
and in the absolute power of President 
Kruger, the Government will make it a 


condition precedent to any negotiations | 


for peace that all these prisoners be first 
set free unconditionally and returned to 
British territory. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If my hon. 
friend’s suggestion is that under any 
circumstances President Kruger will 
violate the laws of civilised warfare in 
connection with the prisoners, I hope and 
believe there is no foundation for any 
such idea. In any case, I think the 
question is somewhat premature. 


FOREIGN MADE HUTS FOR BRITISH 
WOUNDED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether huts for wounded 
soldiers at Netley were made in Berlin, 
Denmark, and Russia ; and, if so, will he 
explain why they were not made either in 
England, Ireland, or Scotland. 


*Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): It was essential to ob- 
tain huts with the greatest possible 


despatch, and they were obtained from | 


the German Red Cross Society because 
they could be supplied immediately. I 
may add that at Aldershot, Woolwich, 
and Devonport a large number of huts 
have been erected by English firms. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arewe to 
understand that all the huts in use for the 
wounded soldiers at Netley were made 
tither in Russia, Germany, or Denmark, 
and that not one was made in the United 
Kingdom ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : That 
is so in regard to Netley, for two reasons 
—nhamely, that time was of the greatest 
possible consequence ; and that it was 
thought desirable by the authorities to 
supply a new pattern of hut. In all 
other cases the huts were supplied by 
home firms. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can 
the hon. Gentleman point out how it is 
that time was saved by sending to Russia 
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| instead of getting the huts in the United 
| Kingdom ? 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Were 
tenders invited from Ireland ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


| RETURN OF GENERALS AND STAFF 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 

Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 

tary of State for War whether he will 

_ grant a Return containing the names of the 

generals in South Africa, with the names 
of the officers on staff of each. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynbDHAM); The “ Monthly Army 
List,” pages 29A to 30G, contains these 
particulars according to the latest infor- 
mation received. 


SICK SOLDIERS’ BACK PAY. 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 


/I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for War what has caused the delay 
in handing back pay to soldiers on sick 
furlough from Netley ; and why the old 
policy of handing back pay and a certain 
amount in advance has been discontinued. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Soldiers proceeding 


on sick furlough from Netley are being 


‘granted advances of £5 and upwards 


according to their rank, representing their 
pay in advance for two months. Their 
accounts are then sent to the unit they 
are to join after furlough, and from that 
unit the remainder of their pay due is 
forwarded to their place of destination. 
Where complete accounts have not arrived 
from South Africa, it has been arranged 
that the men shall receive after landing 
at home pay from the date of their em- 
barkation. I am inquiring into the cases 
of «delay which my hon. friend has brought 
to my notice. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS—HAY. 

CoLtonEL LONG (Worcestershire, 
Evesham): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office the name 
and address of the firm who tendered for 
acceptance at the Victoria and Albert 
Docks during April last, in fulfilment of 
their contract, over 400 tons of hay, 
which was rejected. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): I have not the address 
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at the moment. 
tractors is Young Brothers; but it is 
only right to say that some evidence 
tending to excuse them from blame in the 
matter was given before the Committee 
on Army Contracts, of which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Leeds is 
chairman, at its last sitting. 


Questions, 


MEDICAL ALLOWANCES FOR ADJU- 

TANTS OF AUXILIARY FORCES. 
CoLtoNEL PRYCE-JONES  (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
will explain how the medical allowance of 
2d. each per week, to an adjutant of 
auxiliary forces, for himself, wife, and 
servant, is arrived at, seeing that an 
ordinary medical practioner would charge 
about 10s. per visit ; and seeing that an 
allowance of 1s. per diem has been found 
insufficient for providing himself with a 
servant, and having regard to the fact 
that the present rate of wages for a groom 
is about 3s. per diem, whether he will 
consider the advisability of increasing the 
allowance. 


*Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): These allowances are 
given in aid of the expenses of medical 
attendance and of finding civilian  ser- 
vants. The State does not in either case 
undertake to indemnify the officer for the 
full expenditure. 


FIFE AND FORFAR LIGHT HORSE 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, during the twenty-eight 
days’ training in this emergency year, the 
Secretary of State will sanction the pay 
of the Fife and Forfar Light Horse 
Volunteers, which brigade acted as a unit 
of the Imperial Yeomanry for the pur- 
poses of raising that force, being at the 
rate of pay of Yeomanry. 


*Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): These Volunteers will 
be paid as cavalry. They will also draw 
a capitation allowance of £5 for a horse 
and the Special Volunteer Capitation 
Grant of £2 2s. 


MONMOUTHSHIRE VOLUNTEER 
ARTILLERY. 


{COMMONS} 


The name of the con- | 
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for War whether he will see that the 
Monmouthshire Volunteer Artillery, who 
went to Aldershot on 2nd April for three 
months training, are supplied with breech- 
loading guns, as promised them by the 
Government directly South Africa is 
supplied, and if he can state when that 
will be. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): Breechloading guns 
will be supplied to this Volunteer corps, 
as was promised, when they are available. 


ARMY COMMISSIONS—CORNISH 
SCHOOLS OF MINES. 
Mr. STRAUSS (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he will grant a few commis- 
sions in the Army to the Schools of 
Mines, Camborne and Redruth. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): The College of Science 
has been asked to recommend candidates 
for thirteen Royal Artillery and _ five 
infantry commissions. The School of 
Mines, Camborne, should therefore com- 
municate with the College of Science. 
This answer applies equally to the Red- 
ruth School. 

OFFICERS’ PAY AND 
PENSION. 

CotonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Secretary of State will consider such an 
alteration in the standing Army Orders as 
would permit ofticers serving inthe 
Militia above the rank of major, and by 
age free of compulory liability to service, 
to receive, while embodied, any retired 
pay or pension they may be drawing, as 
well as the pay which may attach to their 
existing rank. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynpDHAM): Militia officers are 
under a compulsory liability to serve on 
embodiment. The Secretary of State 1s 
not prepared to alter the rule that no 
officer may draw full pay and retired pay 
at the same time. 


MILITIA 


WATER-TUBE BOILERS—THE 
“HERMES” AND THE “HIGHFLYER. 


' *Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead) : I beg to 


Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs): ask the First Lord of the Admiralty what 
I Leg to ask the Under Secretary of State | is the nature and extent of the repairs 
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necessary to the water-tube boilers of 
H.M.S. “ Hermes” ; is this vessel only on 
her first commission, and was she towed 
to Bermuda for repairs; how long has | 
she been in port under repair, and when 
will she be again fit for sea; and can he 
state whether, when the boilers gave out, 

were the stokers in a state of panic in | 
the stokehole ; and further, is this vessel | 


a similar cruiser to H.M.S. “ Highflyer.” | 


| 
THE FIRST LORD or tHe AD- | 
MIRALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, , 
Hanover Square): The “Hermes” put 
into Nassau with serious defects owing to | 
the failure of feed pumps and great 
leakage of water from joints. She was | 
towed to Port Royal, Jamaica, by the 
“Crescent,” where temporary repairs | 
were carried out, and afterwards ordered 
to proceed to Bermuda to complete the 
repairs, and in order that a court of 
inquiry might be held into the circum- 
stances. She was towed by the “ Tribune” 
part of the way. The court of inquiry 
is now being held, and the inspector of 
machinery who superintended the trials 
of the “ Highflyer” has been sent out to 
assist in the inquiry. The “ Highflyer ” 
is asimilar ship to the “ Hermes,” with 
machinery by the same makers, and no | 
defects of a similar kind occurred in her, 
though she was put through a much more 
severe test than the ordinary steaming 
service of the “Hermes.” No further 
statement as to the nature and cause of 
the defects in the “ Hermes” can be made 
until the report of the court of inquiry 
has been received, nor can it be stated 
how long the repairs will take. The 
stokers and also the deck hands who were 
sent down to assist appear to have 
behaved very well under somewhat trying 
circumstances. There was no panic. 


*Mr. ALLAN: Arising out of the 
answer may I ask whether this was not | 
the first vogage of the “ Hermes” ; and | 
whether it is not a fact that her boilers | 
have given out, and that she is now lying | 


in Bermuda undergoing repairs. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: It was the vessel’s | 
first commission. My answer shows that | 
there are serious defects and that she is | 
now lying at Bermuda for repairs. 








| 
| 
| 
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Jamaica to Bermuda for repairs, and will 
she not be unfit for sea for six months ? 
I want an answer. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I told the hon. 
Member that we cannot say how long the 
repairs will take. I should think they 
will not take as long as six months. But 
I have stated what the failure was—it 
was “failure of feed-pumps and great 
leakage of water from joints.” 


*Mr. ALLAN: Boiler joints ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I should say the 
leaky joints were not in the boilers ; but 


/an inquiry will be held, and the hon. 


Member will then’ be able to ascertain the 
I admit frankly 
that there have been serious defects in 
the ship which did not occur in the sister 


| ship “ Highflyer.” 


Sir J. FORTESCUE FLANNERY 


(Yorkshire, Shipley): May I ask whether 


the vessel is entirely helpless as a war- 
ship, but 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! These 
are comments. 





H.M.S. “SANSPAREIL ”—COLLISION 
WITH THE “EAST LOTHIAN.” 

ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether, in view of the recent 
decision of the Judges of the Court of 
Appeal in the case of Her Majesty’s ship 
“Sanspareil” and the “East Lothian,” 
that the ‘ East Lothian” was not in fault 
under the Statutory Regulations, because 
she was not under the statute, but was 
held under the common law guilty of 
improper navigation in crossing the front 
of a fleet so as to involve risk of collision, 
although the ‘“Sanspareil” was held 
guilty of the greater fault of insufficient 
care to avoid the collision ; and in view 
of the statement by one of the Judges as 
to the danger which would ensue, 
not only to such ships as they might 
meet but to the men-of-war in a squadron, 
if Her Majesty’s ships were to be 
governed by the ordinary regulations, the 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty 


' will communicate with the Board of Trade 


| with the view to their issue of a circular 


*Mr. ALLAN: I am anxious to get a 
reply in a certain way. Is it not the 
boilers of the ship that have given out, 


was she not towed from Port Royal in | 
| 


/to owners and masters of all merchant 


vessels, calling their attention to this 
judgment, and warning them of the 
danger they will incur in thus attempting 
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to cross the front of a squadron, and 
pointing out their duty to slow down or 
stop until the squadron shall have passed 
on its course. 


Questions. 


CoLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): Before the right hon. Gentle- 
man answers that question I would like 
to ask, will the Admiralty issue an order 


{COMMONS} 


| their future deliveries very closely. 


requiring the leading ship of starboard | 


line to fire a heavy gun at night, so as to 
warn approaching warships 


of other | 


nations and merchant vessels that the | 
green lights indicate a British squadron, | 


which claims the right. of way against all 
others ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : 
the second question without notice. 
With regard to the question on the 
Paper, I have been in communication 
with the President of the Board of 
Trade with the object of ensuring 
greater prominence to the cautionary 


IT cannot answer) 
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The 
record of this firm in executing their con- 
tracts with the Admiralty is satisfactory. 
With regard to the last paragraph, in 
cases where the action of the War Office 
was based upon fraud or deliberate mis- 
conduct, immediate and similar action 
would, of course, be taken by tle Admi- 
ralty. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Will the names of the persons 
forming the firms be given ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY : I think the right 
hon. Gentleman had better apply to the 
War Office. 


Captain NORTON: Will steps be 


|taken to prevent the names of firms 


notice which is already published in| 


the Board’s monthly notices to mariners. 
I hope that the strong language 
used by the Judge on the appeal 
may not be without some influence on 
those concerned. I cannot answer the 
question of my hon. and gallant friend 
the Member for the Kilmarnock Burghs 
without notice. 


ADMIRALTY AND WAR OFFICE 


CONTRACTORS. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether it 
has been brought to his notice that two 
firms whose names have been struck off 
the War Office list of contractors are now 
supplying goods to the Admiralty ; and 
whether he will take steps to have all 
firms struck off the Admiralty list that 
have been struck off the War Office list. 


THE SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, E.) : 
I understand that one firm has been 


struck off the War Office list for twelve | 
months, and inquiry is being made as to | 


the reasons upon which the action of the 
War Office has been based. This firm 
does not at present hold any Admiralty 
contract. 


unfit for sale on their premises, a report 


their present contract with the Admiralty | 
is being executed, and the Admiralty | 


With regard to another firm | state when the promised shelters or boxes 


which has been fined for having meat | 


officers have been instructed to watch | for Deptford orders for their erection 


struck off the Army list being continued 
on the Navy list of contractors ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I am not pre- 
pared to give such an undertaking. The 
War Office may exercise their discretion 
apart from any question of fraud or mis- 
conduct. For instance, .there may be 
delay in delivery, and the Admiralty 
would not be justified in striking from 
their list the name of a contractor who 
had complied with all the conditions of 
his contract because he had failed to give 
satisfaction in the execution of a contract 
with the War Office, no fraud or miscon- 
duct being alleged. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Will the 
name be struck off in all cases where 
fraud is proved ! 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Certainly, and 
where there is wilful misconduct. 

Captain DONELAN: Was the con- 
demned meat home-grown or foreign ! 

Captain NORTON: Is it not a case 
of gross injustice to other contractors 
to—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD— 

SHELTER FOR CRANE WORKERS. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty if he can 


for the men working the cranes at Dept- 


i ing Yard will be erected. 
has been called for as to the way in which | 1g sd ges Nepepedadeatialana ce 


Mr. MACARTNEY: On the repre- 
sentations of my hon. friend the Member 
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were given some time ago. One shelter 
js nearly complete ; the remainder are in 
a forward state, and will be finished in 
about a fortnight. 





WEST AUSTRALIA—PARLIAMENTARY 
KEPRESENTATION OF THE GOLD- 
FIELD DISTRICTS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for the ' 


Colonies whether he has received any 
representations from the inhabitants of 
the gold-field districts of West Australia, 
complaining as to the position they are in 
regarding representation in the Parlia- 
ment of their colony ; and whether the 
Colonial Office is taking any action in the 
matter. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For, 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 


Birmingham, W.): The answer to the 
first question is in the affirmative. I am 
informed by the Prime Minister that 
representation has been enlarged in each 
third year-as the population increased, 
and under the new Act there will be six 


out of thirty members of council directly | 


representing the Eastern Goldfields, and 
out of a total of fifty members in the 
Assembly there will be fourteen direct 
representatives of the Eastern and other 


goldfields. I see, therefore, no reason to 
intervene. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 


the Government, in order to equalise 
matters, go to war, as they did in the case 
of the Transvaal ? 


JAMAICA STEAMSHIP SERVICE. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the con- 


tract entered into between the Crown’) 


Agents for the Colonies and Messrs. 
Elder, Dempster, and Company for a 
steamship service between Jamaica and 
the United Kingdom, dated 19th April, 
1900, creates a public charge entered 
into by the Government for the convey- 
ance of mails by sea ; and, if so, why, in 
terms of Standing Order 63 (13th July, 
1869), there has not been inserted the 
condition that the contract shall not be 
binding until it has been approved by a 


resolution of the House ; and also why, | 


in terms of Standing Order 64, such con- 
tract has not been accompanied by a 
Minute of the Lords of the Treasury 
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setting forth the grounds on which they 
have proceeded in authorising it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The con 
tract is one for the conveyance of fruit and 
passengers, and only incidentally for the 
conveyance of mails, which are otherwise 
provided for. It is therefore not con- 
sidered that any public charge on Imperial 
funds is thereby created for the specific 
conveyance of mails by sea. Neither the 
Lords Commissioners of the Treasury nor 
the Postmaster General are parties to the 
contract, as would be the case in a mail 
contract proper, and therefore no steps 
have been taken to lay before the House 
any minute of the nature indicated in the 
question. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON : May I ask, then, 
how the matter can come before Parlia- 
ment ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It could be 
raised on the Vote for my salary. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON : Will there not 
be an Estimate ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, yes. 
We took an Estimate of £20,000 for a 
similar purpose last year, and I imagine it 
will have to be voted again. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON : It is not onthe 
Estimates. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is not this 
service to stimulate the trade in bananas 
and help the running of a private hotel ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is this contract subject to any commission 
being paid to the Crown Agents ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be given 
of that question. 


MOROCCO—BRITISH AND FRENCH 
INTERESTS. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have any understanding 
with France in respect of Morocco ; and, 
if not, whether, in view of the recent 
movements of French troops on the fron- 
tiers of Morocco, Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are taking any steps to safeguard 
British interests in that country. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
BRODRICK, 


Surrey, Guildford) : Her 
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Majesty’s Government have no separate | 
understanding with France in respect of 


{COMMONS} 


Morocco, but have received assurances at | 
different periods of the desire of the 


French Government to maintain the status 
quo. Her Majesty’s Government have no 
reason to think that British interests in 
that country are at present threatened, 


but will be ready to take adequate | 
measures for protecting them if necessity | 


should arise. 
MADAGASCAR—BRITISH TREATY 
RIGHTS. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government have 
abandoned 


S.W.): 








Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 
Notice must be given of that. 


Str E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Did 
I understand you to rule the question out 
of order ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did. 
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order ! 


AFGHANISTAN-BRITISH INDIA 
BOUNDARIES—THE TORAWARI CAN. 
TONMENT. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 


I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for India whether the proposed 


the treaty rights of this | 


country with Madagascar; and, if not, | 


whether the Government have made any 
effort of late to procure the recognition 
of these rights by France. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : Her Majesty’s 
Government have in no way abandoned 
their view as to the obligations of France 
towards.this country in regard to Mada- 
gascar, but no representations have been 
recently made on the subject. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK : Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give the date of the last 
despatch ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


KOREA—RUSSIAN PLEDGES. 


Sirk E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 


Affairs whether the British Government 
have released the Russian Government 
from the pledge given in 1886 by the 
Czar’s Governmeut upon the British 
evacuation of Port Hamilton, that Russia 
would not under any circumstances occupy 
Korean territory. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The assurance given 


new cantonment at Torawari, in the 
Miranzai Valley, is within or outside of the 
statutory boundary line of British India. 
What is the estimated cost of construc- 
tion of the new outpost, together with 
the water supply to be provided for it, 
and what will be the annual cost of 
maintaining troops there; and has the 
military station at Wano or any other 
cantonments and outposts set up since 
1893 in the Waziristan country been with- 
drawn since August last, cr have any of 
the regular troops formerly stationed in 
the transfrontier territory been brought 
back into India, in accordance with the 
policy of concentration on the true 
frontier of British India, as announced at 
various times during the last two years. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


| INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


| Ealing): I am not aware of the precise 


significance which the hon. Member 
attaches to the expression “statutory 


| boundary line,” but the proposed new 
'eantonment at Torawari lies well within 


| proposed cantonment. 


the Durand boundary line that marks the 
Afghan-British frontier. No estimate 
can at present be given of the cost of the 
It has not so far 
been found expedient to withdraw the 


garrison of Wana, nor has any material 


by Russia in 1886 was not an assurance , 


to Her Majesty’s Government, but to 
another power. There is therefore no 
question of a release being given by Great 
Britain. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Has 
not the assurance always been treated by 
previous Governments, of which the 


right hon. Gentleman was a member, as 
an assurance given to Great Britain ? 





reduction of the troops stationed at 
frontier outposts taken place since August 
last, but the policy indicated in the 
despatch of January, 1898, is being 
steadily and continuously advanced. 


INDIAN FAMINE AND CHOLERA— 
STATISTICS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state 
whether there is any change in the situa 
tion in India as to the famine ; whether 
he will give the latest returns as to the 
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total number in receipt of relief from the 
State, and the famine statistics with refe- 
rence to the principal provinces ; whether 
he has any recent information as to the 
spread of cholerain India; and whether, 
in view of the interest in the position of 
affairs in India, he has information which 
would enable him to lay Papers before 
Parliament dealing with the development 





of the famine and with the methods 


adopted by the Government of India to 
cope with it. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There is as 
yet no material change in the famine 
situation. Showers have done good in 
some parts, but the monsoon rains are not 
yet due. For the last few months a 


weekly telegram from the Viceroy giving | 


the numbers on relief and the famine out- 
look has been published in the newspapers. 
According to this week’s telegram, the 
total numbers on relief were 5,607,000. 


These figures would have been higher but | 


for the cholera which has attacked some 


of the relief camps in Bombay and in | 


Rajputana, and caused the workers to be 
dispersed. As yet, however, I have 
received no detailed reports on this sub- 
ject. I propose to lay on the Table 
Papers showing the spread of the famine 
during the past six months, and the steps 
taken to relieve distress caused thereby. 


WAR LOAN DIVIDENDS. 
Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : I 


heg toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


whether the dividends on the War Loan 
are only payable through a banker ; and, 
if so, whether he would arrange that in 
the case of holders of small amounts of 
the War Loan they may receive, if they 


so desire, their dividends through their | 


savings bank accounts. 


*THeE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 
Bristol, W.): Warrants for dividends on 
the War Loan are crossed, and, conse- 


quently, are only ultimately payable | 


through bankers ; but under an arrange- 
ment with the Postmaster General, the 
dividend warrants, like those on other 
Government stocks, will be accepted and 


cashed at any post office where the. 
person presenting them is known, and the | 
funds at the disposal of the office permit. | 
With regard to the second part of the | 
question, the hon. Member is no doubt. 
| bility of introducing legislation to define 


aware that in the case of stock purchased 
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through the medium of their accounts, 
the dividends are credited to those 
accounts as they become due. This does 
not, however, apply to the War Loan, 
which is notso purchasable; but the holders 
of War Loan stock, on receiving their 
dividend warrants, can pay them into 
their savings bank accounts as cheques. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he can state what amount was 
paid to the Local Taxation Account for 
England and Wales during each of the 
years 1898-9 and 1899-1900, from 
licences, estate duty, and beer and spirit 
surtaxes; what amount was _ payable 


‘under the Tithe Rent-charge Rating Act 


of 1899, in respect of the last half-year of 
1899-1900, and the similar figures for 
the county of London ; and if, after pay- 
ment of the half rates on the tithe rent- 
charge, any less amount was paid to the 
Local Taxation Account for England and 
Wales or for the county of London than 
in the previous year. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The amounts 


_ paid from licences, estate duty and beer 
| and spirit surtaxes, were in 1898-9 :—To 


the Local Taxation Account, England 
and Wales, £8,081,000 ; to the London 
County Council, £589,000. In the year 
1899-1900 the amounts were £8,448,000 
and £656,000 respectively. The amounts 
payable under the Tithe Rent-charge 
Act in respect of the last half year of 
1899-1900 were £48,000 and £10,500 
respectively. These amounts were, in 
accordance with the provisions of that 
Act, stopped on their way to the Local 
Taxation Account, and applied direct in 
relief of owners of tithe rent-charge 
attached to benefices. Consequently, 


‘after payment of the half rates on tithe 


rent-charge, the Local Taxation Account 
gained in 1899-1900 a net increase of 
£367,000 as compared with the previous 
year, and the London County Council a 
net increase of £67,000. 


RULES OF NAVIGATION AT SEA— 
SPEED IN FOGS. 
Sr J. STIRLING-MAXWELL : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he will consider the advisa- 
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more accurately the rate of speed at 
which vessels may proceed in a fog. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircutr, Croydon) : 
The present rule, which provides that 


“every vessel shall in a fog, mist, falling 


snow, or heavy rainstorms, go at 


a moderate speed, having careful regard | 


to the existing circumstances and con- 
ditions,” was adopted after very full dis- 
cussion and consideration at the Washing- 
ton Maritime Conference in 1889. It is 
now international; and, as I am _ not 
aware that any sufficient reasons have 
been adduced for altering it, I do not 
propose to take any steps in that 
direction. 


LOCAL MARINE BOARDS -BOARD OF 
TRADE NOMINEES. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that several nominees of 
the Board of Trade on local marine 


boards of the United Kingdom have | 


been convicted by magistrates of offences 
under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
and the Conspiracy and Protection of 
Property Act, 1875, and whether he pro- 
poses to take any, and, if so, what action 
under the circumstances. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir, my attention 
has been called to the circumstances 
referred to in the question. I have 


intimated toe those concerned that I con- | 


sider such proceedings inconsistent with 
their position as Board of Trade nominees 
on bodies charged with quasi-judicial 
functions under the Merchant Shipping 
Act. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE IN 


NORFOLK. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he can further relax the 
restrictions imposed on the scheduled dis- 


tricts of Norfolk by narrowing the area | 


andallowing, under proper regulations, the 
fat stock to be removed for slaughter in 
outside markets. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovua.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) (for Mr. Lone): The 
possibility of modifying the restrictions 
to which the hon. Member refers is con- 
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| tinuously kept in view and considered in 
the light of the reports which I receive 
daily from my officers on the spot, but at 
the moment I am unable to annoiince any 
further relaxation of our Orders. 


i 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether, in view of the 
complaints of sheep worrying, particu- 
larly from Scotland, he will press forward 
at an early date his Bill on the subject. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
LonG): I should be very glad indeed if 
an early opportunity were to present 
itself for the consideration of the Dogs 
‘Regulation Bill, in support of which I 
have received many representations from 
local authorities and agricultural societies ; 
‘but, as the hon. Member is aware, the 
decision of such questions does not rest 
| with me, and it has to be taken in view 
of the other demands upon the time of 
the House. ; 


DISPOSAL OF DISEASED CARCASES. 

Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agricuiture whether a report has 
reached his Department to the effect that 
|a quantity of offal had been washed up 
on the Essex coast between St. Osyth 
}and Walton, which had been cast over- 
| board from cattle ships arriving in the 
Thames from South America with animals 
on board infected with the foot-and- 
mouth disease; whether he is aware 
that it was stated at a meeting of the 
Tendring Rural District Council that 
these ships were allowed to land carcases 
in the Thames while the offal was taken 
back to sea and put overboard off the 
| Essex coast ; and whether the Depart- 
| ment will assist the local authorities to 
prevent contagion in East Anglia by 
ensuring farmers against such occur- 
rences. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
Lone): It is the case that some of the 
offal which was ordered to be taken out 
to sea, in consequence of the discovery of 
| foot-and-mouth disease in animals brought 
'from the Argentine, has been washed 
‘ashore. The matter has received the 
attention of the coastguard, and inasmuch 
/as the importation of live animals from 
‘ the Argentine is now prohibited, there is 
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not likely to be any further cause for 
I am advised that there is 
no probability of the introduction of 
disease in the manner suggested. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
is aware that while these diseased carcases 
are eaten in London the whole time of 
the coastguard is occupied in burying 
the offal, which covers the coast-line of 
South-east Essex ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I know 
nothing about it myself. If my hon. 
friend will put the question on the Paper 
no doubt the President of ihe Board of 
Agriculture will reply. 


BORACIC ACID IN CREAM. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
crombie): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether 
he is aware that while a Committee 
of his Department is inquiring as to 
the use of borax or boracic acid as a 
preservative in cream, 
Liverpool are being frequently prosecuted 
for its use ; and whether until such De- 
partmental Committee has reported, he 
will use his influence with the local 
authorities to stop such prosecutions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : I am aware that 


there have been prosecutions of this kind, | 
, any pledge was given at the time of the 


though my attention has not been drawn 
to the particular cases referred to by my 
hon. friend. The Local Government 
Board have no power to restrain the local 
authority in the exercise of their powers 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 
and it does not appear to me that they 
could intervene in the manner suggested 
in the question. 


CO-OPTED GUARDIANS. 


Mr. MORRISON (Yorkshire, W. R., | 


Skipton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 


an additional guardian appointed under | 
Section 20 of the Local Government Act, | 
1894, is entitled to sit for one or three | 


years. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have no authority to decide 
this point ; but they are disposed to think 
that the term of office of an additional 
guardian is three years. 
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LAW CHILDREN. 
Mr. BURT (Morpeth) : I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board 


whether he has sanctioned the purchase 


of forty acres of land for £8,000 at Ongar 


by the Hackney Board of Guardians, on 
which to build a village community for 
the children chargeable to that board ; 


_and whether, in view of the recommenda- 


| tions of the Departmental Committee, he 
will decline to permit more than two: 
cottages to be placed in close proximity. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The answer to the. 
first paragraph of the question is in the 
negative. We have had an application ; 
but the matter is not yet disposed of. 
With regard to the second paragraph, no 
definite proposals are before the Local 
Government Board ; but they would no. 
/doubt adhere to their usual practice in 
| the matter. 


COUNTY COUNCILS—BORROWING 
POWERS. 

Mr. STRACHEY: I beg to ask the 

| President of the Local Government Board 

‘whether any steps have been taken to. 
carry out the pledge given at the time of 
the passing of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, that English county 
‘councils should be also allowed to borrow 
for a period not exceeding sixty years for 
works of a permanent character. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am not aware that 


passing of the Act referred to.. The view 
expressed on behalf of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, to the best of my recollec- 
tion, was to the effect that there would 


| be no objection to the proposal if it was 


desired as regards the English county 
councils. 


Mr. STRACHEY: Is there power at 
the present moment to extend the term ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: No, that would re- 


| quire fresh legislation. 


SOLICITORS AND TRUST FUNDS. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
'I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
| whether, in view of the recent exposures. 
in the Bankruptcy Court of solicitors who 
_have received money or securities from 
| clients or others without a direction to 
| pay or apply such moneys to a specified 
| purpose, and have taken advantage of the 
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existing state of the law to misapply | 


them to the loss of their clients, the 
Government can see their way so to amend 
the law as to secure protection against 
such misappropriations; and whether, 
seeing that the Incorporated Law Society, 
as the registrar of solicitors, renews 
annually certificates to practice tosolicitors 
who have become bankrupt, and whose 
discharge has been refused by ‘the Court 


of Bankruptcy on the ground of fraud, | 


or has been suspended for dishonourable 
conduct, and that all solicitors are officers 
of the High Court, the Government will 
take steps by legislation or otherwise to 
prevent the society from granting such 
renewals, and give to the High Court the 
power to suspend or refuse the certificates 
of such solicitors. 


THE ATTORNEY 
Rosert Finvay, Inverness Burghs) : 
The Government have under considera- 
tion the question of altering the law so 
as to make criminal the misappropriation 
of moneys or securities by an agent, even 
though there be no direction in writing 
as to their application, as is at present 
required by law. Such an alteration has 
been recommended by the special com- 
mittee of the Incorporated Law Society. 
With regard to the second branch of the 
question, I am informed that immediately 
after a decision of the High Court in 
April, 1899, that they had power in all 
cases to do so, the Law Society resolved 
not to renew the certificates of persons 
known to be undischarged bankrupts. 
The question of making provision for 
more effective inquiry as to the circum- 
‘stances attending the bankruptcy in every 
case in which the applicant for renewal 
has been bankrupt is now under consi- 
deration. 


ALLEGED INDECENT PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General what steps 
he proposes to take to prevent the 
continued distribution of objectionable 
papers among Members of the House by 
the National Vigilance Association or any 
other public body. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
May I ask whether the hon. Gentleman 
is aware that there is an immense circu- 
lation of these vile papers among children, 
some of them being sold at the railway 


bookstalls ; whether the police have done 
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anything to suppress them ; and if not, 
whether he will direct the Public Prose- 
cutor to take action in the matter. 


Smrk ROBERT FINLAY: In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that I do 
not think anything would be gained by 
taking such steps as he suggests. As 
regards the question of the hon. Member 
for Flintshire, I am not aware as to the 
extent of the circulation of such papers 
among children. The Public Prosecutor 
will be prepared to prosecute in any case 
of the kind in which it appears to be 
proper that there should be a prosecution 
and in which a conviction may be reason- 
ably expected. It is necessary to bear in 
mind, however, that a good deal of harm 
may be done by legal proceedings in such 
cases, in consequence of the publicity 
given to the papers in question. ‘ 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: I wish to 
know whether the Attorney General will 
take steps to prevent the repetition of this 
proceeding if it is done by any Member 
of the House. 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY: I have no 


power to take any such steps. 


CENSUS OFFICIALS—REMUNERATION. 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury with 
regard to the census of 1901, whether, 

‘seeing that the scale of remuneration of 
registrars and enumerators was fixed 
thirty years ago, and that the Treasury 
Census Committee of 1890 strongly re- 
commended the re-consideration of the 
subject, it is now proposed to make any 
change in the scale of fees ; and whether, 
as regards the time allowed for checking 
the enumerators’ schedules and summaries, 
registrars whose districts contain a popu- 
lation of more than 30,000 will be 
allowed a proportionately longer period 
for revisal. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAansury, Pres- 
ton): The question in paragraph one is 
receiving the fullest consideration. As 
regards the time allowed for checking, I 
find that no change would be practicable in 
view of the demand for the early produe- 
tion of the Registrar General’s prelimin- 
ary Report. No unreasonable pressure 
will, however, be applied in districts of 
an exceptional size. 
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Sir J. WILLOX (Liverpool, Everton) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman, before 


{24 May 1900} 


coming to a decision, afford the registrars | 


an opportunity of presenting their case 
before him ? 

Mr. HANBURY: They must apply to 
the Registrar General. No doubt he will 
be glad to see them. 


BRIGHTON TELEGRAPHISTS AND 


TELEPHONY—EFFICIENCY BARRIER. | 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, 
whether a telegraphist at Brighton has 
been told that he cannot pass the efficiency 
bar as a telegraphist because of his 
ignorance of telephone duties, although 
up to the date of his stoppage the 
Department gave him no opportunity of 
learning telephone duties ; and whether, 


in view of the fact that the clerk is an | 


expert telegraphist, having been sent for 


service on special events and placed on | 


other duties of an important operating 
nature, it is intended to retard his career 
as a telegraphist because of ignorance of 
matters in which he has never been asked 
or expected to qualify. 


Mr. HANBURY: The officer in ques- | 


tion was not certified by his postmaster to 
be able to perform the highest duties of 
his class in an efficient manner, and could 
not therefore pass the efficiency bar. His 
inability to peform telephone work was 


not the only matter in which he was in- | 


efficient. The officer had the 


same | 


opportunities of learning telephone work | 


as others who have made themselves 
acquainted with it, but he did not take 
advantage of them. 
the 17th instant,* it is not intended to 


make any alteration in the conditions of | 


efficiency which vary at different offices ; 
and at an office such as Brighton where 
telephone work is required, the ability to 
perform it must form part of the neces- 
sary qualification. 


3RIGHTON POST OFFICE—CASE OF 
W. J. OSBORNE. 


the Post Office authorities called for the 
dismissal of W. J. Osborne from 
North Road  Sub-Office, 


"* See page 416 of this volume. — 


As I explained on | 


the | 


Brighton ; | rates payable in science, and to science 
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whether any inquiry, and if so what form 
of inquiry, took place before his dismissal 
was demanded ; whether he is aware that 
the circumstances of his dismissal, after 
seventeen years service, have caused him 
serious loss; and whether the Postmaster 
General proposes to make him any com- 
pensation for loss of position and occupa- 
tion. 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not the fact 
that the Postmaster General called for the 
dismissal of Mr. W. J. Osborne from the 
North Road Sub-Office, Brighton. Mr. 
Osborne was the servant not of the Post- 
master General, but of the sub-post- 
mistress. 

Mr. LODER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire if the dismissal of this 


individual was not demanded by the 
Post Office authorities ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I am informed by 


the authorities it certainly was not. 


Questions. 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is personally investigating the 
complaints made by certain classes of 
Customs officers ; and, if so, whether he 
is prepared to receive representations 
made by the examining officers and 
assistants. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer to both 


questions is in the affirmative. 


EDUCATION—SCIENCE AND ART 
GRANTS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education, whether the de- 
crease of £1,500 on art grants covers the 
extra three months which have swelled 
the science grants in Class IV. to the 
amount of £20,000 ; whether his attention 


_ has been called to the fact that, in 1898, 
| 60 per cent. of art students were presented 
| for examination as against 564 per cent. 


of science students, and that of the papers 


: | worked the percentage of success in art 1s 
Mr. LODER (Brighton): I beg to askthe P 8 

Secretary to the Treasury, as representing | whether the grants of £169,522 given 
the Postmaster General, on what grounds | 


64} per cent. against 62? in science ; 
to 185,000 science pupils, against only 
£72,178 given to 120,000 art pupils, 
are largely owing to higher attendance 


being allowed to reckon a maximum 
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of 240 attendances per session against 


only 60 in art classes; and whether, | 
inequality, | 


having regard to this 
the Board of Education will reconsider 
the scale of payments of grants to art 
classes. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The answer to the first 
paragraph is that there is no decrease in 
art grants, but an increase of £3,500, as I 
explained last week.* The answer to the 
second paragraph is in the affirmative, 
and to the remaining two paragraphs in 
the negative. 


IRELAND—NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACH- 
ERS—ARREARS OF RESULT FEES. 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can say 
if the National teachers in Ireland will be 


paid results fees to the end of the last | 
financial year as a lump sum clearing all | 


arrears up to that date, or in what way it 
is proposed to pay those fees for the 


period intervening between the date of | 


last results examinations in each school 
and the 3lst March, 1900, when the 
results system was abolished. 


The following questions also appeared | 
8 4q pp 


on the Paper on the same subject— 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the sum of 
£114,000, or thereabouts, due to the 
National teachers of Ireland under the 
late system of payment by results, will be 
paid over to these public servants ; is 
this amount included in the National 
Education Estimates for 1900-1901 ; and 
how is this balance due to the teachers to 
be calculated; and will he see that in 
this matter the teachers be not allowed 
to suffer loss, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is | 
in the case of all Irish} 
National schools examined for results | 
during the past financial year, results | 


aware that, 


fees and customs and excise grant have 
been paid merely for the period ending 


the last day of the month previous to the | 





* See page 412 of this volume. 
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| month in which the examination was held, 
schools examined in April and May, 1899, 
being paid results fees and customs and 
excise grant for the periods ending 31st 
March and 30th April, 1899 respectively, 
and the schools examined during the re- 
maining months of the past financial year 
| being similarly treated ; is there a balance 
of results fees and customs and excise 
grant, varying in amount from one year’s 
results fees, etc., to one month’s results 
fees, etc., due to the National schools of 
Ireland for the financial year ending 31st 
March, 1900, and can he state on what 
basis the amount of this balance will be 
calculated and when payment will be 
made. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland what provision has been made 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to! 


for the payment of the portions of results 
fees and customs and excise grant to those 
teachers whose results year terminated on 
dates other than 31st March, 1900, and 
who have been working under the results 
system for periods ranging from one to 
twelve months ended 31st March, 1900. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretéry to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the total amount of result fees 
earned by Irish National school teachers 
in District 58 for the years ending 31st 
January, 1899, and 3lst January, 1900, 


_ respectively. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : This is one of five questions on 
to-day’s Paper relating to the payment of 
results fees. I am still in communication 
with the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation in the matter. They are con- 


‘sidering how these payments are to be 


made, and hope shortly to be in a position 
to make an announcement on the subject. 
The information desired in the question 
of the hon. Member for West Cork is 


| being prepared, and as soon as I receive 


it it will be forwarded to ‘the hon. 
Member. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Shall we have it 
in time for the Education Vote ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It depends on 
when that Vote is taken. 


DRUMBEG NATIONAL SCHOOL. 


| *SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
| I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he { —was not English, but Irish. The work 
can state upon what grounds the Com- | involved nothing of an ornamental charac- 
missioners of National Education for Ire-| ter. It consisted in fitting the monument 
land refused to allow Mr. Patrick Molloy | with a lightning conductor and doing 
to continue as principal teacher of Drum- | certain repairs, the necessity for which 
beg National School, county Tyrone | was discovered when the conductor was 
(District 6, Rolf No. 7,151), notwithstand- | being fitted. The fitting of the conduc- 
ing that Mr. Molloy was appointed by | tor was done on tender obtained after 
the manager as such principal teacher on | competition between three Irish firms. 
the 10th of March, 1900, and is a holder | The repairs were done on an estimate 
of a teacher’s certificate, such appoint- | obtained during the progress of the fit- 
ment having been notified to the Com-! ting, this being the most economical 
missioners on the said 10th of March ; and | method, as the plant required for fixing 
whether there was any, and, if so, what | the lightning conductor could thus be 
rule in force at the time of Mr. Molloy’s | utilised. The amount expended on the 
appointment which authorised his being | lightning conductor was £54 and on the 


Questions. 


deprived of his office of principal teacher ; 


of the said Drumbeg National School. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Mr. Patrick 


Molloy, an untrained teacher, was ap- | 


pointed principal teacher of the school 
referred to by the manager on the Ist 
April, 1900, but the latter, on receiving 
the Commissioners’ circular notifying that 
only trained teachers could be put in 
charge of schools as principals after that 
date, appointed another teacher in the 
room of Mr. Molloy. The rule requiring 


the qualification of training in the case of | 


principal teachers takes effect from 1st 
April, 1900. No notification of Mr. 
Molloy’s appointment was received by the 
Commissioners before the-lst April, and 
his appointment was apparently not 
antecedent to that date. 


WELLINGTON MONUMENT, PH(CENIX 
PARK, DUBLIN. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Board of Works recently employed an 
English firm to repair and ornament the 
Wellington Monument, Phcenix Park ; 
was the work done by contract after 
tender, and what was the amount ex- 
pended, at whose instance or sugges- 
tion was the expenditure authorised, and 


were there any public complaints of the | : ; 
“a, paren °'ro tur TREASURY 


| WALROND, Devonshire, Tiverton): Mr. 


condition of the monument ; and was the 
monument erected by the Board of Works 


or by private subscription, and did the | 


Treasury previously authorise the expendi- 
ture, and on what representations. 


Mr. HANBURY: The firm employed 
on the work lately done on the Wellington 


Monument —Messrs. Hunter, of Belfast | 
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repairs £25, 
when such rule, if any, was made ; and | out suggestion from any outside source, 
when was it communicated to the manager | and on the motion of the Board. 


| were no public complaints as to the con- 


| vision of bas-reliefs. 


The work was done with- 
There 


dition of the monument. The monument 
was erected by subscriptions, but after 
its erection £1,500 was expended out of 
moneys voted by Parliament in the pro- 
The Treasury did 
not previously authorise the recent ex- 
penditure. It came under the head of 
“Maintenance,” and therefore did not 


| require special Treasury sanction. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I think the money 
might have been more usefully spent on 
the walks. 


PEOPLE’S GARDENS, PHCENIX PARK, 
DUBLIN 


/DLLIN. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury if he will ex- 


plain why the position of superintendent 
of the People’s Gardens, Phceenix Park, 
vacated by. Mr. Dick, has been given by 
the President of the Board of Works to 
a gardener from Scotland, passing over 
men already in the service of the Board 


_ both in the Pheenix Park and St. Stephen’s 


Green ; what is the salary and tenure of 
the office; what are the qualifications 
required ; and what measures were taken 
to secure the best appointment. 


*THE PATRONAGE SECRETARY 
(Sir WiiraM 


R. Anderson has been appointed by me 
to the office of Bailiff of Phoenix Park, to 


|which this question presumably refers. 


The salary is £200 rising to £250, with 
residence, and the post is an established 
one. The holder of the office must have 
knowledge of forestry, drainagé, garden- 
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ing, and management of deer, and he is 
responsible for considerable expenditure. 
The qualifications of the many applicants 
were very carefully considered, and the 
selected candidate, who has for the last 
fourteen years held an important position 
on an Irish estate, appeared to be excep- 
tionally well fitted for the post. I may 
add that I previously communicated with 
the Board of Works, who concurred in 
the appointment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why is the ap- 
pointment not under the Treasury 1 


*Srr WILLIAM WALROND: It is. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Who is respon- 
sible for making it ! 


*Sir WILLIAM WALROND: I am. 


Questions. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY CODE. 

Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
amended Royal Irish Constabulary Code 
has been yet printed; and whether 
lawyers appearing for accused constables 
at courts of inquiry will have an oppor- 
tunity of purchasing or providing them- 
selves with a copy of the same, as at 
present they have to defend accused 
charged with violation of one or more 


articles of the Code without having an | 


opportunity of studying the Code. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer 
to the first paragraph is in the affirma- 
tive. With regard to the second para- 


graph I must refer the hon. Member to | 


my reply to the similar inquiry he 
addressed to me on the 28th February, 


18997, to which reply I have nothing to | 


add. 


HEAD CONSTABLES IN THE ROYAL 
IRISH CONSTABULARY. 

Stir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
head constables are now serving in the 


Royal Irish Constabulary ; what is the | 


average age of policemen on attaining 
that rank; how many of those now 
serving have 
service as head constables, and are still 


under forty-two years of age, thereby | 


rendering them eligible to compete for 
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inspector; and 
whether the Government will authorise 
the extension of the forty-two age limit, 
so that a larger proportion of head con- 
stables may have an opportunity of 
competing. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are 
250 head constables now serving in the 
constabulary. The average age of men 
promoted to that rank during the past 
two years is forty-two years and a half, 
and the number of head constables under 
forty-two years of age, and of two years 
service, having the necessary qualifica- 
tion rendering them eligible for selection 
by the promotion board to compete, is 
nine. The question whether, under the 
circumstances, the age limit of forty-two 
should not be extended is under con- 
sideration. 


EXPENSES OF PROSECUTIONS AT 
IRISH PETTY SESSIONS. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 
N.); I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
members of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
have instructions to prosecute at petty 
sessions in Ireland for oftences under 27 
George 3, c. 35, s. 29 committed to their 
knowledge ; whether in such prosecutions 
any provision is made for defraying the 
necessary expenses of the officer in and 
about the seryice of the summons and 


, other matters reasonably necessary as in- 


cident to such prosecution ; and whether 
it has recently happened that the officer 
has been obliged to bear such expenses 
out of his own pocket ; and if so, whether 
provision will be henceforth made, as in 
the case of the Wild Birds’ Protection 
Act Police Order, May 1899, for securing 


/payment of the necessary expenses in 


proper cases of prosecutions under this 


| Act to the officer out of public funds. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: By the 6 


| William IV. cap. 13, Section 15, the con- 


stabulary are expressly prohibited from 
enforcing any Act relating to the preserva 
tion of game. There is no Section 29 in 
the Statute referred to in the first para- 
graph ; however, the Act itself is one for 
the preservation of game, and membersof 
the constabulary have, therefore, no in- 
structions to prosecute at petty sessions 
for offences under it. I am not aware of 


~ + See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | any case such as that referred to in the 


last paragraph, in which it is alleged that 
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an officer has been obliged to bear the ex- 
penses of prosecution out of his own 
pocket. 


AND CAVAN LUNATIC 

ASYLUM. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the governors of the Mona- 
ghan and Cavan Lunatic Asylum made a 
demand of £690 16s. on the County 
Council of Monaghan for the half year, 
while the sum that the asylum was 
entitled to was £465 3s. 5d., which was 
paid this week ; whether he can say who 
was responsible for this mistake to the 
ratepayers of the county Monaghan ; 
and if he will draw the attention of 
the auditor to this matter, so that a 
correct application may be made in the 
future. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The figures 
as tothe amount claimed by the Asylum 
Joint Committee of Management and the 
amount granted by the County Council, 
are correctly stated in the question. The 
County Council were advised by their 
solicitors that the method of calculation 
adopted by the committee was incorrect. 
The attention of the auditor will be 
called to the matter. 


MONAGHAN 


MAFEKING CELEBRATIONS AT 
BELFAST. 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, can he state if the Belfast con- 
stabulary have made amenable to justice 
any of the persons who, under the excuse 
of celebrating the relief of Mafeking, 
caused damage to Roman Catholic _build- 
ings, and committed other breaches of the 
peace in the above-named city on Satur- 
day last. 


Mr. M‘CARTAN : I beg also to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the demonstrations in favour of the 
relief of Mafeking on Friday last in the 
city of Belfast, Ireland, involved an 
attack upon the Mater Infirmatus Hos- 
pital, and also upon the residence of the 
Roman Catholic priests at St. Patrick’s 
Presbytery, Donegal Street; and that 
dffensive language was used towards two 
asters of charity while engaged on their 
mission of charity to visit some of the 
poor citizens ; and if he can state what 
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damage was done to the property of 
Roman Catholics upon the occasion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In answer to 
this question and the subsequent question 
on the same subject in the name of the 
hon. Member for South Down, I am in- 
formed that the streets of Belfast were 
the scene of considerable enthusiasm and 
rejoicings when it became known on 
Saturday last that Mafeking had been 
relieved. Large crowds paraded the 
streets on the occasion, accompanied by 
several bands of music. It is much to be 
regretted that amongst the thousands who 
thus marched through the thoroughfares 
in a perfectly peaceful and orderly 
manner, there were afew individuals who 
broke windows in some buildings, the 
property of Protestants as well as of 
Roman Catholics. There were seventeen 
separate cases of malicious injury to pro- 
perty, and the total damage committed 
is estimated to amount to £42 19s. In 
ten of these cases, including the hospital 
and residences of the clergymen at St. 
Patrick’s Presbytery and the Passionist 
Fathers at Ardoyne, the property of 
Roman Catholics suffered to the extent of 
£21 16s., and the damage done in the 
remaining seven cases of Protestant pro- 
perty amounts to £21 3s. No arrests 
were made by the police on the occasion for 
stone-throwing, as, owing to the band- 
playing and density of the cheering 
crowds, the damage to property was not 
discovered until after the people had dis- 
persed. Four persons were made amen- 
able, however, for disorderly conduct on 
the occasion, and have been fined in the 
sum of 40s. each. The allegation that 
offensive language was used towards 
two Sisters of Charity is without foun- 
dation, and is apparently based on a local 
newspaper report, which is a_ grossly 
exaggerated account of what did occur. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether the Irish Government have 
any reason to believe that the riotous 
conduct is attributable to the statement 
of the First Lord ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (con- 
tinuing): Is the statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury that allowance 
should be made, and that there was some 
limit to human endurance ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: When I rise and call 
an hon. Member to order it is decidedly 
disorderly for him to persist in standing 
and continuing to speak. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Would 
I not be in order in asking whether in the 
case when similar matters occurred in 
England the First Lord did not make a 
certain statement, that allowance should 
be made ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order, 
because it 
question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I think 
it does. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 

not treating the Chair with proper respect. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: IT have 


(Questions. 
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culture and Technical Instruction has no 
power to act as suggested in the last part 
of the question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the right hon, 
Gentleman aware that a Select Com- 
mittee, presided over by a member of the 
Government, recommended some ten 
years ago that the railway companies 
should be compelled to make these 


| lines ? 


does not arise out of the’ 


[No answer was given. ] 


THE HAGUE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE (Burnley) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


| whether the Governments of Russia and 


'of the United States of America have 


| 


not the slightest intention of showing | 
any disrespect to your ruling, but I have | 
a strong feeling that it does arise out of | 


the question. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Why not 
send your recruiting officers to Belfast, 


and get these men to go out to South 


Africa to fight 4 
Captain DONELAN : Who made the 
calculation as to the damages ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The estimates 
are those of the police. 


ROSS DISTRICT COUNCIL— 
IRISH COAL MINES. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 


NEW 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | 


tion has been called toa resolution passed 


by the New Ross District Council rela- | 


tive to empowering county and district 
councils to work Irish coal mines; and 
whether the Board of Agriculture and 
Industry would be prepared to lend 
money to the councils for that purpose. 


has been drawn to the resolution 
ferred to, which is in the following 
terms— 

“To request Her Majesty’s Government to 
introduce into Parliament a short Bill to 
enable the county and district councils of 
Ireland to work Irish coal mines, and to com- 
vel railway companies to construct light branch 
ines to such mines with a view of affording 
facilities for working them.” 

I think comment on this resolution is 
r . 
unnecessary. The Department of Agri- 


definitely ratified the Convention of the 


| Hague Conference ; whether Her Majesty's 


Government have also notified their rati- 
fication ; and whether he can state what 
Governments have agreed to ratification, 
and what Governments have refrained 
from doing so ; and in the latter case, the 
reasons assigned by the Governments in 
question for delay. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Her Majesty’s 
Government have been informed that the 
Emperor of Russia has ratified the Con- 
vention, and it is believed that the ratifi- 
cation of the President of the United 
States has not been formally deposited. 
The answer to the second paragraph is in 
the negative. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have no definite information as to 
the intentions of other Powers, but they 
believe that owing to Parliamentary re- 
quirements ratification may in some cases 


_be delayed. 


Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE put a 
further question, of which Mr. A. J. Bal- 
four asked for notice. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


Are 


| these arrangements for arbitration never 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My attention | 


re- | 


to be put in force by England except 
when she is confronted by a great Power 
—-when, in fact, you are afraid of getting 


| licked ? 


COMPANIES S8ILL—MONEY-LENDING 
BILL. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, hay- 
ing regard to the expressions of opinion 
from all parts of the country in support 
of such legislation, Her Majesty’s Govern- 
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ment will make an effort to pass the Com- 
panies Bill and the Money-lending Bill 
into law during the present session. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hopes of the 
Government in regard to legislation were 
expressed in the Queen’s Speech at the 
opening of the session. 


COMPANIES BILL. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state when the 
Companies Bill is likely to be taken, and 
how he proposes to deal with the Amend- 
ments which have been forwarded to 
him. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am unable to say 
when the Bill will be taken. As to the 
second question as to how I propose to 
deal with the Amendments, I think it 
would be inconvenient, if not disorderly 
on my part, to attempt to give the long 
answer now which such a question 
involves. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) BILL. 

CoLonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when he proposes to proceed 
with the Tithe Rent-charge (Ireland) 
Bill. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman, in fixing 


the Bill, consult the general convenience 
of Irish Members ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam glad to 


do so always. 


{24 May 1900} 


I hope they will endea- ' 


vour to extend to me the same measure | 


of reciprocity. I hope to take the second 
reading of this Bill on the second Monday 
after the House resumes. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state when the Educa- 
tion Estimates will be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
take the Education Estimates on the 
Thursday on which the House reas- 


| holidays. 
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for Flintshire to raise the educational 
motion he has upon the Paper for next 
Tuesday. Under those circumstances [| 
think it would be for the convenience of 
the House, and I think it would not be 
inconsistent with the interest of public 
business, that we should rise late on 


Questions. 


' Monday night instead of sitting on Tues- 


day for the purpose of adjourning for the 
I therefore propose to move 
the adjournment for the holidays first 
thing on Monday, at the same time sus- 
pending the Twelve o'clock Rule in respect 
of the Report stage of the Railways Pre. 
vention of Accidents Bill. We ought to 
finish that before we rise for the holidays. 
I think there will be no difficulty what- 


'ever in getting through the work before 


twelve o'clock, but in order to prevent 
accidents in respect of that Bill, I will 
move that the Twelve o’clock Rule be 
suspended. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): What Supply will be 
taken on the Friday after we meet ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 


right hon. Gentleman will put that ques- 


' tion to-morrow. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman to reconsider 
this matter, and to bear in mind that there 
is a very strong feeling throughout the 
country that we should have one evening 
for a distinct discussion on the matter 
raised by my motion? On the Education 
Estimates many questions are raised, and 
it is almost impossible to get valuable 
debates on a particular subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: According to 
my observations Estimate discussions are 
far more valuable than Tuesday evening 


' debates, especially if they are taken under 


sembles — Thursday, 14th June; and. 


perhaps I may take this opportunity of 


saying that on the Education Estimates | 


it will be possible for the hon. Member 





the circumstances which must attend a 
sitting next Tuesday. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Will you give 


us a sitting from two to seven ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham): When 


is it proposed to take the Housing of 
the Working Classes Bill again ? 


No, Sir. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 


cannot give any pledge. 
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STANDING — ON TRADE, 
ETC. 


Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Trade, etc., iave leave to sit this day 


during the Sitting of the House.—(J/. | 


Laurence Hardy.) 


COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading’ upon Tues- | disper 
| one month’s holiday in each year, and not onl 

| are the ratepayers to pay a substitute, but they 
| are denied the right to fix the fee of the sub- 
| stitute at market prices or at the average rate 
| of the salary of the doctor; thus an increase 
| is made of over one-twelfth of the medical 
| officer’s salary in the standard year.” 


day, 29th May, read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 


SUPPLY [10TH ALLOTTED Day.] 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


‘IVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £32,339, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government Board 
in Ireland.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I cannot 
better describe the feelings which exist 
in Ireland with regard to the administra- 
tion of the Local Government Act by the 
Local Government Board than by reading 
to the House two resolutions passed 
recently by two local bodies in the north 
of Ireland—bodies in which, so far from 
there being a Nationalist majority, there 
is only a very small Nationalist minority. 
The first is the Ballymoney Board of 
Guardians, and the resolution is 
follows— 


as 


“ Resolved unanimously: After six months 
experience of the working of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act we find that the benefits 
conferred by it are largely rendered nugatory 
by the action of the Local Government Board, 


snd that an inquiry should be made with a | 


view to having the powers of the said Board 
curtailed.” 


The other resolution is a long one, passed 


{COMMONS} 
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unanimously by the Ballymena Board of 


' Guardians, and the following is an extract 


therefrom— 


“We hereby protest against the serious in- 
creases of taxation now being imposed on the 
ratepayers against their will, and above the 


| ee of the case, by the imperative 


orders of a body on which the ratepayers have 
no representation whatever. To give one 
example from many, an Order was recently 
issued that all dispensary doctors should have 


| What happened in this particular case 
| was that the Local Government Board, in 


the spirit of constantly desiring to dictate, 
interfere, and meddle with the local 
bodies in the country, issued a ukase that 
the medical officer of each union should 
have four weeks vacation every year, and 
that his substitute should be paid at a 
certain rate. If I were on the board of 
guardians I should strongly support the 
proposal that the medical officer should 
have a vacation, but I should resist to the 
very uttermost it being imposed upon me 
by a body which is not at all representa- 
tive of the ratepayers. On this question, 
one board of guardians has fought the 
matter out in the courts, and it was de- 
cided only a fortnight ago in Dublin by 
the Chief Baron that the Local Govern- 
ment Board had exceeded their legal 
anthority, and that the guardians were 
the judges of the amount of vacation to 
be granted to the medical officers. The 
Order of the Local Government Board, 
therefore, after being in force for nearly 
a year, was quashed, and in giving judg- 
ment the Chief Baron used a very strong 
expression. Referring to the section 
under which the Local Government Board 
professed to act, he said that it was quite 
clear from the words of the section 
that the local boards were really the 
judge in this matter, and they were not 
to be treated, as they had been in this 
case, as mere conduit pipes for the Orders 
of the Local Government Board. Those 
are very strong words coming from 4 
Judge in the position of the Chief Baron, 
and they are applicable not only to this 
particular instance, but to many other 
cases in which the Local Government 
Board have shown a desire to treat the 
local bodies as mere body servants or off 
cers of the Board. I cannot imagine a col- 
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dition of things more calculated to create 
friction and to interfere with the smooth 
working of the Local Government Act in 
Ireland than the spirit which has been 
dispiayed by the Local Government 
Board. The Act is a very complicated 
measure, and it has been made much more 
complicated and difficult to work by the 
multitude of Orders in Council and Local 
Government Board Orders and rules 
which have been showered upon the local 
bodies. One would imagine that the 
object and desire of the Local Govern- 
ment Board—more especially when deal- | 
ing with a country like Ireland, which for | 
generations has been practically denied 
all voice in the local government of the 
country—would be to do everything in 
their power to simplify and to assist the 
working of the Act by dealing with the 
local bodies in a spirit of helpful- 
ness and sympathy, and 
there was any doubt as to their 
authority, or where the local bodies pro- 
tested against their authority, to give the 
local bodies the benefit of the doubt. If 
that had been done the Local Government 
Board would have obtained an influence 
over the local bodies which would have 
enabled them by a little patience to get 


many of their views carried into effect, , 


without creating undue friction, and rela- 
tions similar to those existing between 
local bodies and the Local Government 
Board in this country might have been | 
established in Ireland. I say with confi- 
dence that if the Local Government | 
Board in this country were to attempt to | 
deal with the local bodies in the same _ 
spirit as has been displayed by the Local 
Government Board in Ireland they would 
very soon be brought to their bearings. | 
There are two points which I desire to 
mention at the outset as those to which I 
shall direct special attention. The first 
is the spirit in which the Local Govern- 
ment Board have worked the Act—a 
spirit which I declare to be one of harsh- 
ness, of undue desire to exercise their | 
authority, of arrogance and of dictation, 
and a spirit which has produced friction | 
and distrust, the very opposite of the true | 
feeling which should be cultivated, and 
which is essential for the smooth working | 
of a system of local government under 


. t 
wh i "e Or ced | : ? 
ich local bodies are more or less checked | Sadie Gail bemnensuatanaas eine,” 


or controlled by a central board. My | 
second point will be the persistent policy | 
of the Local Government Board of in- 
creasing salaries in spite of the protests , 


{24 May 1900} 
, of the people. 


wherever | 


| sealed. 


1130 


This is a point of the 
most vital importance. That policy has 
been pursued to such an extent as to 
force on the public mind in Ireland a 
grave suspicion that there exists at head- 
quarters the settled intention of discredit- 
ing the representatives of the people and 
the whole system of local government in 
Ireland. I think there is very great 
ground for that suspicion, because we 
remember that during the debates on the 
Local Government Act, and for years 
previous to those debates, when the right 
of local government was refused to the 
counties in Ireland, the main and most 
effective argument was that if you allowed 
local government in the Irish counties 
you would swamp the ratepayers with 
expenditure, jobbery would prevail, high 
salaries be granted, and the ratepayers 
utterly ruined. One great reason why a 
large grant was made to the Irish land- 
lords was that in view of the alleged 
probable avalanche of expenses which 
would be caused by the Local Govern- 
ment Act it was absolutely necessary to 
save the landlord from the danger of 
extinction. Let me quote in support of 
that view an extraordinary statement 
made by the Duke of Abercorn in a 
remarkable speech which he delivered 
as President of the Landlords’ Convention, 
reported in the Dublin paperson 28th April. 
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|In that speech he gave the most absurd 


description of the position of the Irish 


| landlords, declaring that the country was 


sunk in misery and despair, that the land- 
lords were starving, that country house 
after country house was being shut up, 


' and that each Government that came into 


office exceeded its predecessors in doing 
injustice to the landlords. Then he went 
on to say that even in France after the 
Revolution he believed that compensation 


_ was given for land that had been confis- 


cated, and that it was only now that the 
ordinary landlord saw his doom was 
I only wish my doom was sealed 


in the same way. Lord Abercorn con- 


| tinued— 


“ He (the landlord) has no voting power, and 


| therefore Governments vie with one another in 


making him avictim. It is said that there is 
the Agricultural Grant, but everybody sees now 


' that these new bodies are certain to double 


and treble the old taxation, so that the land- 


I say that such language goes a long way 
to confirm the suspicion that there does 
exist a deliberate purpose to force these 
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local bodies by monstrous increases of | 
salaries to increase the rates, and | 
then to use that increase as an) 
argument that the Irish people are un- | 
fitted for self-government. The Local | 
Government Board have adopted through- 
out the length and breadth 
country a consistent policy of increasing 


salaries, and have pursued that policy not | 
only after consultation with ‘the local | 
bodies, and despite their protests, and | 


without any justification in the shape of 


increased work to be discharged by these | 


officials, but in many cases without con- 
sulting the local authorities at all. i will 
take one or two cases, although it is a 


matter which does not require to be | 
It is admitted universally in| 


argued. 
Ireland that the policy of the Local 
Government Board in this respect is a 
policy of absolute extravagance. Of 
course we were charged inthe old days with 
being jobbers, and it was prophesied that 
the south of Ireland would be a scene of 
jobbery and extravagance as soon as these 
local bodies came into existence, but what 
are the facts? 
purely Nationalist county. The majority 
of the county councils were of opinion that 
£500 a year was a sufficient salary for the 
county secretary, and in spite of the 
protests of the council the salary was 
forced up to £900 a year. Take Mayo, 
which has been made the subject of a 
monstrous and outrageous onslaught by 
the Local Government Board, simply, as I 
believe, because it was the cradle of the 
United Irish League. 
county anassistant surveyor of roadsnamed 
Mr. Garvay whose salary two years ago 
was £60 a year. Six weeks before the 
power of the grand jury came to an end 
they increased his salary to £80. The 
Local Government Board under the new 
Act issued an Order requiring the county 
council to increase Mr. Garvay’s salary to 
£140, at the same time halving his 
district, and ordering the county council 
to appoint another surveyor at a salary of 
£130. Therefore the work which was 


done under the grand jury for £60 a) 
‘fools and told them they were not even 


year two years ago is now done under the 
Local Government Board for £270, and I. 
have also been informed that the Local. 
Government Board have not objected to | 
Mr. Garvay being appointed petty 
sessions clerk at £60 or £70 a year. If 
that be true it is a most astounding state 
of affairs, because it shows that Mr. | 
Garvay can spare time from his duties as | 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


of the, 


Take Kerry, which is-a | 


There is in that | 
| Local Government Board travelled a little 
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surveyor to act as petty sessions clerk, 
and there is therefore no justification for 
increasing his salary on the ground of 
increased work. All that was done 
against the unavailing protest of the local 
authorities. I now pass to the north of 
Ireland. At a meeting of the Fermanagh 
Council presided over the Earl of Erne, 
the following resolution was passed— 


“ We hereby protest in the strongest possible 
manner against what the council consider the 
most high-handed action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in fixing the salary of the secre- 
tary of the council at £500 with £190 for 
bringing the Act into operation, and that we 
hereby refuse to accept their decision.” 


That is a council on which, as far as | 
recollect, there is a Unionist majority. 
Now I come to the County Council of 
Derry, which has as one of its representa- 
tives in this House the Attorney General 
for Ireland. They have had a long 
struggle with the Local Government 
Board on the subject of salaries, and on 
the 23rd April they entered a most 
vigorous protest against the action of the 
Local Government Board in increasing 
the salaries of officials, and that protest 
was supported unanimously, irrespective 
of political opinion. One member said 
it was rather a cool proceeding on the 
part of the Local Government Board to 
take such an important step without 
asking the council why they had refused 
to increase the salaries, and without 
giving them an opportunity of stating 
their views on the matter. Mr. Glyn, 
another member of the council, said the 


too fast, and went on to say that the 
Local Government Board were running 
up expenses as far as possible in order 
that it might be said that the local bodies 
had increased the expenditure. That is 
the very point which I wish to impress 
on the Committee. Another member 
said it was not the slightest use telling 
the people that power was placed in 
their own hands when it was immediately 
taken away by the Local Government 
Board, who treated them as a parcel of 


competent to fix the salaries of their own 
officials. Similar statements were made 
at a meeting of the general council of the 
county councils. Mr. Smith, who 
represented West Meath, said that a 
day should be appointed in order to con- 
sider these matters, and another gentle- 
man said that the Local Government 
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Board were determined to make the Act 
amockery. A resolution was passed con- 
demning the Local Government Board for 
increasing the salaries of officials, and 
requesting that the resolution be sent to 
the Chief Secretary and to the Irish 
Members. This is a most astounding 
policy on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Why does not the Local 
Government Board allow the local 
bodies in Ireland to settle down? Even 
if they do show a disposition to pare 
down the salaries I should have thought 
that the last people to complain should be 
the Local Government Board, who should 
only interfere, if they interfered at all, 
when the local bodies showed a disposition 
to jobbery and to inflate salaries out of all 
proportion to the duties of the offices. 
But I know that there exists in Ireland 
another view, and one with which I 
entirely sympathise, and that is, that one 
of the strong reasons operating in the 
minds of the Local Government Board 
for this nagging interference with the 
general control of the officers of the local 
bodies in Ireland is the desire to set up 


all over the country a body of officials | 


who, being nominally the officers of the 
local bodies, will look not 
employers, but in the direction of the 
Local Government Board in Dublin. If 
the Local Government Board in Dublin 


persist in continually overruling the local 


bodies and say, “You must pay these 
officers more than you are willing to pay, 
and grant them longer vacations, and do 
this, that, and the other,” how can you 
expect—would it be reasonable to expect 
—that these officers would look to their 
employers in the country as their real 
masters ? On the contrary, they would 
look to Dublin; and you are therefore 
sowing the seeds all over the country— 
whether of set purpose or not, I cannot 


say—of differences between the county | 


councils and their officers. It is a most 
mischievous policy, and one calculated, 


to my mind, to have very far-reaching | 


effects. So much on the question of ex- 
pense and increase of salaries; and I 


shall wait with curiosity what explanation | 
the Government will give. I think the Irish | 
' who have not at once fallen into a fault- 


Nationalist Members ought to take this 
the earliest opportunity to emphasise the 
fact that all the charges which have been 
made against the people of Ireland when 
local government was denied us, and that 
all the insinuations that were made from 
those benches when local government was 


{24 May 1900} 
| finally granted in 1898—charges which 


to their | 
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were renewed only last week by the Duke 
of Abercorn in Dublin—are absolutely 
false and baseless. | And if the rates 
rise, as they must undoubtedly, that rise 
will be due to the outrageous interference 
of the Local Government Board of Ire- 
land. Then there is the question of the 
complication of machinery. A great deal 
of the increase of expense is due to the 
fact that under the old county administra- 
tion of grand juries, the accounts could 
be kept by a small staff of clerks; but 
under the new system the amount of 
clerical work and accounting work has in- 
creased beyond all reasonable limits. I 
know it would not be in order for me to go 
at any length into the question of how far 
that increase is due to the drafting of the 
Bill. The distribution of the agricultural 
grants-in-aid has led to a most monstrous 
complication of accounts as compared with 
the English system. I believe if the Eng- 
lish system had been carried out in Ire- 
land it would have saved the county 
councils of Ireland a large staff of officials. 
I venture to say that the Local Govern- 
ment Board in prescribing this system of 
accounts have not shown that desire for 
simplicity whichthey ought to have shown ; 
nor have they displayed a thoroughly 
friendly and patient spirit with a body of 
men unaccustomed to all this detailed 
work of administration introduced for the 
first time—a system far more complicated 
than that in England, although in Eng- 
land the officials had long been acens- 
tomed to local government. I think the 
Local Government Board ought to have 
approached the county councils with 
a full appreciation of these difficulties, 
have given them some kind assistance, 
done their very utmost to simplify the 
system of accounts necessary under the 


Act, and enabled them to start fair. 


According to the information which has 
reached me, the action of the Local 
Government Board has been different 
from what we would naturally have ex- 
pected. On the contrary, there has been 
a good deal of friction as to the form of 
the accounts, and instead of helping the 
local bodies they have sneered at those 


less method of dealing with this extra- 
ordinary mass of detailed accounts. 


| There are several other points on which the 


Local Government Board have shown a 
very unreasonable spirit. Take the case 
of the county secretaries. It will be in 





1135 Supply— 


the recollection of the Committee that 
we had considerable debate when the 
Act was passing through in regard to the 
clause which gave power to the Local 
Government Board to control the ap- 


pointment of the county secretaries. By | 
that power | 


a curious side current, 
was taken from them by another clause, 
which, however, enabled the Local Govern- 


ment Board to prescribe the qualifications | 


of the secretaries of counties. Just as I 
expected, in the Dublin Gazette of 19th 
December, 1899, there appeared a general 
Order of a most extraordinary kind—an 


Order “regulating the qualifications of | 


secretaries of counties.” There is a 
passage in that Order which, in my 
opinion, entirely destroys—if carried out 
in the spirit which has been exhibited in 
other matters by the Local Government 
Board—the liberty of the county council 
in appointing these secretaries. Jt is— 

‘Now, theretore, we do hereby order and 
direct that no one shall be appointed [a secre- 
tary to a county council] unless he shall have 
been examined and his qualifications tested by 
some person or persons appointed by the Local 
Government Board.” 


Now, I absolutely protest against the 
introduction of that provision. Why 


do they not examine the secretaries to | once, 
doubt on that point, it would be removed 


the grand juries? Do you prescribe an 
examination for the secretaries to the 
county councils in England ? What right 
have the Local Government Board to 
introduce such a provision under this 
new Act in Ireland? It did not apply 
under the old system, when, as everybody 
knows, it was the common practice for 
grand juries in Ireland to appoint men as 
secretaries who were absolutely incapable 
of doing the work, but got poor sweated 
clerks to do it. You never proposed 
examination then. I protest against the 
introduction of this system. In my 
opinion, it is really a breach of 
faith, because when we passed that 
sub-section giving that power to the Local 
Government Board we were given to 
understand that nothing novel or unusual 
would be introduced ; that all the Board 


wanted to have was a general formal | 


kind of power which would prevent a 
notorious drunkard or a_ thoroughly 
incapable man being appointed. Now, 
the Local Government Board of Ireland 
are not a proper examining body, nor 
are they a Civil Service body. I say 
that many of the men who are inspectors 
under the Local Government Board, and 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


get fair play. 
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who would be sent down to examine 
| these secretaries, are not fit to do so. The 
| Local Government Board would have to 
'examine their own inspectors first. I 
| speak with knowledge, and as a man who 
has had experience of these matters ; and 
I maintain that if the inspectors of the 
| Local Government Board were to be 
subject to examination of their qualifica- 
tions there would be a very considerable 
Is it not a monstrous thing 


| clearance. 


| that an Irish Board, not constituted to 


examine candidates, and not competent 
to do so, should be put into the position 
of the Civil Service Board? One of the 
reasons why I feel so strongly on this 
question is that I have no confidence in 
the impartiality or the honesty of the 
possible examiners. We know perfectly 


well that when you are going to appoint 


officers as examiners, the first necessity is 
to surround the examining body with 
safeguards, so that the candidates may 
I have no hesitation in 
saying that a Nationalist would have no 
chance in an examination conducted by an 
inspector of the Local Government Board, 
no matter how high his qualifications 
would be ; whereas a Unionist might give 
what answers he pleased, and he would 
be appointed at once. If there was any 


by the last pargraph of the Order— 


‘That no person shall be appointed who is 
unable to satisfy the Local Government Board 
as to his age and character.” 


In what respect is he to satisfy the Board 
as to his age and character? Is he to 
satisfy them that he never took part in 
Nationalist meetings, that he never 
touched any such wickedness as the Plan 
of Campaign or the National League! 
Anyone can see that if that programme 
is to go on it isa programme drawn for 
the purpose of allowing the Local Govern- 
ment Board to exclude from office any 
man who is obnoxious to the Local 
Government Board, and it leaves them an 
absolute discretion as to what qualifica- 
tions would satisfy their requirements. 
There are various other provisions in the 
Order to which I object. A man may 
| not be appointed an official of the county 
council if he has been condemned to 
| prison without the option of a fine. Well, 
I know myself an instance in which the 
| magistrates have taken a hint from the 
| Order, and sent a man to prison without 
| the option of a fine, who would not have 
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been sent to prison but that they wanted 
to disqualify him from employment as a 
county council official. That is most 
outrageous ; it places in the hands of the 
Local Government Board the enormous 
power of ostracising their political 
opponents. Again, from one of their 
recent circulars the Local Government 
Board would appear to claim some power 
of control over the appointment of poor- 
rate collectors. That claim is made 


Supply— 


under Sub-section 5 of Section 3 of the 
Act of 1898, which says that— 


{24 May 1900} 
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there is some doubt. And I beg to point. 
out that there were two cases in which, 
in spite of the legal opinion of the right 
hon. Gentleman, he was wrong in the 
interpretation of this Act. The right hon. 
Gentleman broke the law in regard to 
the case of granting extra vacations to 
the medical officers. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: I repudiate re- 
sponsibility for that case. 


Mr. DILLON : Then we are to under- 


| stand that his advice was not asked in 


“The Local Government Board shall also 
have the same power as regards collectors of 
poor rates appointed by the county council, 
and their accounts, as they would have if these 
collectors had continued to be officers of the 
board of guardians.” 


The Local Government Board have pub- 
lished an Order in Article 4 of which 
they say that— , 


“The county council shall, subject to the 
approval of the Local Government Board, 
appoint from time to time such and so many 
as they deem expedient collectors of the poor 
rates.” 


Now, where did they get that authority ? 
The sub-section, in my view, applies to 
having the same power of removal of and 
control over the collectors of poor rates 
after they have been appointed by the 
county councils as when they were still 
officers of the board of guardians ; but 
that does not convey the power to con- 
trol the appointment of the collecters by 
the county councils. If there be any 
doubt as to the power conveyed by that 
sub-section, I say it would be the clear 
duty of the Local Government Board to 
accept that doubt in favour of the repre- 
sentatives of the people, rather than 
straining it against them. They have 
power to lay down certain restrictions 
and qualifications ; but this Order goes 
beyond the question of qualifications and 
reserves to the Local Government Board 
the power to object to an appointment, 
even if the qualifications are all right. If 
tuere is any doubt it ought to be given in 
favour of the representatives of the. 
people. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For, 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, | 
N.): There is no doubt. 


that case. But whoever gave the advice, 
the law was broken, and broken in 
endeavouring to strain the authority of 
the Local Government Board, and to 
push and extend it beyond the power 
given in the Act. Nothing can be more 
certain than that the judgment of the 
Chief Baron distinctly conveys the im- 
pression that the Local Government 
Board had exceeded their powers. My 
point is that the law was broken by the 
Local Government Board, and the answer 
of the Attorney General is that they 
broke the law by misinterpretation of 
their own rules! I come to another 
extraordinary case in which the Local 
Government Board broke the law. The 
right hon. Gentleman will remember the 
Order of May 15 of last year, by which 
the Local Government Board altered 
the incidence of taxation under the Irish 
Public Health Act, in a number of small 
towns and villages in Ireland. That 
Order provided that the cost of sanitary 
works of various kinds, which had hitherto 
been a charge on the towns or villages 
which derived all the benefit, should be 
spread over all the rural districts. A 
more extraordinary Order was never 
issued by any public body in Ireland. 
What was the result? Immediately a 
large part of these rural districts were 
practically in a state of rebellion ; and in 
my own district the agitation against the 
Order was in full swing until the authori- 
ties intervened. I should like to hear 
from the Attorney General some explana- 
tion of the exact present legal situation 
on that point. The Order was issued on 
15th May, but after considerable agita- 
tion and consideration in this House a 
large number of districts were eliminated 
by a new Order on 15th July from the 


| operation of the Order of 15th May, and 


Mr. DILLON: I beg leave to differ | 
from the Attorney General; I think 


placed in the same condition that they 
were in before the issue of the first Order. 





1139 Supply— 


Other districts protested, but the Local 
Government Board sent a curt answer 


containing no argument whatever, but : 


simply referring to the Order of 15th 
July, and stating that the cost of the 
works in question had been debited to 
the whole rural district. I am informed 
that the Local Government Board in so 
doing were acting under entirely illegal 
authority. That is a pretty pdsition for 
a Government Department to get itself 
into, simply and solely from their un- 
necessary hurry to do things without 
listening to the people. What was the 
next step? In the Public Works Loans 
Act last year a clause was introduced 
to the effect that the Order of the 
Local Government Board in Ireland 
of 15th May, 1899, save so far as altered 
by that of 15th July, shall determine the 
areas on which the expenses of works are 
to be charged. Was there ever a clause 
of that character introduced into a Public 
Works Loan Bill before? It was simply 
inserted to validate their illegal act. I 
have examined the Public Health (Ire- 
land) Bill. What does that Bii do? It 


proposes to enable you to av with the 
consent of the Local Government Board 
what you undertook to do without their 


consent last year. If that is 
meaning of the Public Health Bill I can- 
not understand it. I think the fifth 
clause of the Public Works Loans (Ire- 
land) Act makes the arrangements under 
the two Orders of last year permanent, 
and then you require a fresh Bill to 
obtain the consent of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I have no objection to that 
because it can only be done now by the 
consent of the rural district council. 
That is a strong illustration of the way 
in which the Local Government Board 
approaches this subject, and of its dis- 
regard of the wishes of the locality and 
the opinion of the local authorities. 
They are in a great hurry to assert their 
own authority. There was no real hurry 
in a question of this kind, and you should 
have given the people an opportunity of 
expressing their views. There is one 
other matter I desire to say a word upon 
before I sit down. 
Dr. Cullen. I shall not touch upon it at 
any length, as my hon. friend the Member 
for the Harbour Division of Dublin pro- 
poses to deal with it. That is another in- 
stance of the spirit which I contend is 
shown by the Local Government Board. 


Apart from the question whether Dr. 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


with. 
not the | 


That is the case of. 
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Cullen was right or wrong, I consider, in 


view of the trial the man got, that it was 


a case of persecution and the greatest 
possible injustice. There is a great body 
of opinion that it was deliberate, and 
that there was spite against this 
unfortunate gentleman. I nut aside alto- 
gether the merits of Dr. Cullen’s conduct. 
Whatever the merits, I say the man got 
no fair play, and the examination was 
conducted in such a way as to leave on 
the public mind a most disagreeable im- 
pression. I draw the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to the fact that the 
Dublin Board of Guardians, which is an 
important body, at their last meeting 
passed a resolution placing on record their 
protest against the conduct of the Local 
Government Board in not sending to that 
Board a reply to their communication on 
the subject, instructing the clerk to ask 
a reply, and also to ask a copy of the evi- 
dence taken at both inquiries in the case. 
The hon. Gentleman refused to give a 
copy of the evidence on account of its 
being very voluminous. There is a very 
strong feeling in the City’ of Dublin and 
in Dr. Cullen’s own district that he has 
been most unjustly and cruelly dealt 
Here you have an Act conferring 
local government upon people who 
for generations had been debarred to 
a large extent from all experience 
and practice in the art of local govern- 
ment. That is an experience which we 
know perfectly well cannot be acquired 
in amoment. We were told over and 
over again, when you were giving the 
people local government, that we would 
disgrace ourselves, and show ourselves 
not fit for control. I have heard over 
and over again from all quarters of the 
House comic descriptions of the state of 
things that would prevail in Ireland if the 
control of local government were handed 
over to the people. It has been handed 
over to the people under an Act which, as 
I have already pointed out, calls for at the 
hands of our people a great deal more 
experience in affairs than is the case in 
England. The working of the Act 1s 
superintended and controlled by a board 
in Ireland which has far more stringent 
powers than the English Local Govern- 
ment Board. If one did not live in 
Ireland, and if one was not a citizen of 
that country, one would imagine that the 


‘ Local Government Board in Ireland would 


have done everything in their power to 
make the yoke of their authority sit as 
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lightly as possible, so that it might be 
little felt by the local boards, that they 
would have endeavoured to win them by 
patience, counsel, and assistance before 
resorting to their coercive powers, and 
that they would have been animated by a 
sincere desire to make this great experi- 
ment a success. The policy they have 
adopted is precisely the opposite. They 
have shown a desire to stretch their 
authority, to dictate orders, and to inter- 
fere with the operations of the local 
beards at every turn. They have also, as 
I have shown beyond all question, so 
exercised their authority as to enormously 
increase the cost of a very expensive 
system, owing to the manner in which the 
Act was drawn. It will be proved by 
experience that no people on being first 
gifted with the power of local government 
could show greater capacity than my 
countrymen for working it, and that would 
more than anything justify the granting 
of local government in the case in Ireland, 


but this additional credit will have to be | 
across the floor of the House, that the 


given to them, that any good results 
achieved were brought about in spite of 
an unsympathetic, harsh, and exasperating 
administration on the part of the Local 
Government Board. I beg to move the 
reduction. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£1,000.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just addressed the House began by saying 
that he could not better describe the 


feeling in regard to the Local Government | 


Board in Ireland than by quoting two reso- 
lutions passed by boards of guardians in 
the north of Ireland. 
lutions was passed by the Ballymoney 
Board of Guardians, and was to the effect 
that after six months experience of the 
Act they found that the benefits had 
been rendered nugatory by the action of 
the Local Government Board. 
hon. Gentleman did not state the 
grounds on which that resolution had 
been passed, and therefore I cannot deal 
with it. But in the case of the Bally- 
mena Board of Guardians the hon. 
Member did quote one case in support of 
the protest which that board made against 
expenditure due to the central authority. 
It appears that a general rule was passed 


{24 May 1900} 


One of these reso- ' 


The | 
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by the Local Government Board under 
which it was laid down that each medical 
officer should be allowed an annual vaca- 
tion not exceeding four weeks, and that 
the medical officer temporarily employed 
to discharge the duties of the medical 
officer for that period should receive such 
reasonable remuneration for his services 
as the Board shall approve or direct. The 
Local Government Board, acting under 
that Order, insisted that the doctor 
should have a_ vacation of four 
weeks. The matter was brought before 
the County Court judges, who ruled 
that the action of the Board was. 
correct and legal, but an appeal was 
made from the County Court judges to 
the Supreme Court, which ruled, I under- 
stand, that it was not competent for the 
Local Government Board to insist on four 
weeks holidays annually, and on the pay- 
ment of the temporary medical officer in 
every case. I remember perfectly well 
when this subject was raised in the House: 
last year I stated, in answer to a question 
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Local Government Board had laid down 
an Order of this kind, and that statement 
was received on the benches opposite with 
something like approval. The hon. Mem- 
ber says that this action of the Local 
Government Board was illegal, and it has 
no doubt been pronounced by the Courts. 
that the action of the Local Government 
Board did go beyond what was compe- 
tent. To that extent, I admit, the Local 
Government Board made a mistake, but 
I do not understand that the County 
Court judges or the Supreme Court 
laid down that the Local Government 
Board had no power to enact a rule that 
would have covered their action, or sug- 
gested for one moment that such a rule 
would not be a proper rule. [An Hon. 
MEMBER: The question did not arise. ] 
There was this very case the hon. Gentle- 
man cited in support of the resolution of 
the Ballymena Board of Guardians. It 
seems to come simply to this, that the 
Board did not draft the rule in such a 
way as to give them the full power they 
desired to have. It would have been per- 
fectly competent to draft a rule to have 
that power, but they somewhat exceeded 
their power under that rule in insisting 
that four weeks vacation should be given. 
The best way to cure any mistake that 
may have been made will be to alter the 
rule, and no doubt that will be done in 
due course. 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
If they can express it correctly. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: However, that 


{COMMONS} 


i 
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much behind it, and will, in some re. 
spects, show an improvement. So far 


|ffém its being my interest to bring 
these bodies into discredit, the very 


is a very different charge from the general | 


indictment brought against the Local | 
work of administration very efficiently, 


Government Board by the Ballymoney 
Board of Guardians. 
went on to give at great length his 
reasons why he thought that the Local 
Government Board had acted with harsh- 
ness, ignorance, and arbitrary dictation. 


The hon. Member | 


} 
| 


My whole interest 


opposite is the case. 
carry on the 


is to see that they 


The hon. Gentleman complained of the 
increased and extra expenditure which 


| occurred at the outset of the operations of 


May I, at this point, say how the hon. | 


Member has approached this question ? 
The spirit in which he approached the 
question may be judged from the fact 
that he ventured to insinuate, almost to 
assert, that the Local Government Board 
in its action in increasing the salaries of 
existing officers had acted with the de- 
liberate intention of getting the local 
authorities into discredit. 
make it appear that the Local Govern- 
ment Board had a tendency to extrava- 
gance. That was his charge against the 
Board. 


Mr. DILLON: I said that a consider- 
able number of people in Ireland believed 


it. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: You went 
beyond that. The hon. Member said 
that there were very yood reasons for 
believing it. What was the ground that 
the hon. Member relied upon? Is it the 
quotation from a speech or pamphlet of 
the Duke of Abercorn? The hon. Mem- 
ber appears to think that the Local 
Government Board has an interest in 
showing that the local bodies are really 
unfit for the task committed to them. 
Who is at the head of the Local Govern- 
ment Board ? Is it the Duke of Abercorn 
or myself? The person responsible for 
almost all the practices which the hon. 
Gentleman has attacked this afternoon is 
the Chief Secretary, or the author of the 
Bill himself. I never maintained, when 
the Bill was passing through the House, 
that the local bodies proposed to be 
created in Ireland were likely to prove 
anfit for the work. On the contrary, I 
always maintained, and I maintain now, 
that in the long run, after a certain 
amount of experience, you are likely to 
find the administration of local affairs 
in Ireland carried on in a way which, if 
not in all respects superior to the former 
system, will, at all events, not be very 


| allowances 


the new Act. No doubt there have been 
some increases, but those increases are 
due, or largely due, to causes which are 
essentially temporary in their character, 
In the first place, there are compensation 
charged upon the rates, 


‘amounting to about £100,000. That is 
‘only a temporary, not a recurring charge. 


Then there is the cost of the first elections, 


| which came to about £50,000. That cost, 


He wished to | 


of course, was very much higher than the 
cost of subsequent elections will he, 


because very considerable capital expendi- 


ture was necessarily incurred, such as for 
the purchase of ballot boxes and so forth, 
which would not again happen. But over 
and above, that there was for the first year 
of the new administration an additional 
charge of about £200,000. So far as the 


| road expenditure is concerned, when the 


new authorities.came into being they had 
to provide not merely for the year up to 
March, 1900, but also for the road ex- 
penditure of the previous three months, 


'with the result that the rates were, of 


But that was only an 
apparent and not a real increase. I 
believe that if the accounts of 
the counties, where this expendi- 
ture has heen in_ excess of the 
amount expended in previous years, are 
examined and analysed, the excess will 
be found to depend, principally upon the 
items I have mentioned. Now I come to 
the charge that we have assumed a per- 
sistent policy of increasing salaries. In 
making this charge the hon. Member 
never once referred to the clause in the 
Act of Parliament under which this was 
done. I will read the portion of the 
clause which is pertinent to the question. 


course, increased. 


“ Subject to the provisions of this Act, every 
existing officer transferred under this section 
shall hold his office by the same tenure and 
upon the same terms and conditions as hereto- 
fore, and while performing the same or 
analogous duties, shall receive not less re- 
muneration than heretofore ; and if, by reason 
of any alteration of boundary or other thing 
done by or in pursuance of Act, his duties are in- 
creased or diminished, the officer shall be bound 
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to perform those duties, and shall receive such } 
increase or diminution of remuneration in pro- 
rtion to the increase or diminution of his 
duties as the Local Government Board may | 
determine.” 


What does that clause do? It imposes 
a legal obligation upon the Local Govern- 
ment Board to increase the salaries of 
existing officers where the work of those 
officers has been increased. The Board 
has no choice in the matter. The hon. 
Member spoke as if these increases of 
salary applied not to existing officers, but 
to all officers. That is true only in a 
very limited degree, and in the particular 
cases to which the hon. Member referred 
everyone of those officers are existing 
officers. [An Hon. Member: Does that 
apply to Londonderry ?] Certainly, it 
does. The old salary of the secretary of 


county Kerry was £987. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): £900 
too much. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Nobody will 
doubt that the duties were very largely 
increased. [An Hon. MEMBER: The 
salary was much too high before.] This 
is not a question of whether the salary of 
the county secretary was too high at the 
time the Act was passed ; so long as he ' 
did his work he was entitled to his salary 
whatever it might be, and if the work 
increased his salary had to be increased. 
In the case of county Kerry the secretary 
was in receipt of a salary of £987. The 
county council, so far from proposing to 
increase the salary, offered £900. The 
secretary claimed £1,400; the Local 
Government Board fixed the salary at 
£1,000 ; and asa matter of fact the secre- 
tary has since resigned. In the case of | 
county Londonderry, the old salary was | 
£576 ; the council offered. £365 ;| 
and the Local Government Board 
fixed the salary at £600. The other case 
is thatof county Fermanagh. There the 
original salary was £416; the council | 
proposed actually to reduce it to £310; | 
the Local Government Board fixed it at 
£500. [An Hon. MEMBER : Over the 
head of Lord Erne.] Lord Erne seems | 
to have fallen into the same error as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and to have entirely 
disregarded the provisions of the section | 
under which the Board has acted. There 
is no desire whatever on the part of the 
Local Government Board to go beyond | 
the strict letter of the Act. 


{24 May 1900} 


' salaries fixed in those cases 


We were 
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under an obligation—I strongly insist 
upon that—to increase the salaries of 
these officers where their work had in- 
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| creased, 


Mr. DILLON : Is it not the faet that 


| in regard to county Derry the work did 


not increase ? : 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I believe the 
council did maintain that, but not suc- 
cessfully. 


Mr. DILLON: They say you would 
not listen to them. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the hon. Member will realiy maintain that 
we were likely to ignore the county 
council by coming to a decision in this 
matter and refusing to take them into 
consultation. In August the Board wrote 
and informed the councils that after 
three months they would fix the salaries 
of all officers with whom the councils had 
failed to come to an agreement, and in 
that letter the Board invited the views 
of the councils as to the increases of 
salary which should be given. The 
letter was read at the meeting of every 
county council. The minutes of all the 
councils show that they had before them 
the claims of their secretaries and sur- 
veyors, and after consideration of« those 
claims the councils made their proposals 
respecting the salaries. Speaking gene- 
rally, I may say that the Local Govern- 
ment Board did not make an order in 
the case of any secretary or surveyor 
until they had the official decisions of the 
councils upon the claims of their officials. 
Having made this communication to the 
councils, and the councils having fought 
the claims of their officials, the Local 
Government Board considered most care- 


| fully what the general increases of work 


were, and arranged a general scale of 
salaries. In order the better to decide 
in any particular case, they had before 
them any special observations the officers 
in question desired to make, and the 
decisions of the councils, and, over and 
above that, they had before them the 
where the 
councils had come to a voluntary agree- 
ment with their officers. I may say we 


| have been to a very great extent guided 


in our decisions by the results come to 
voluntarily between councils and officials, 
and the salaries we have fixed have 
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corresponded pretty closely to those so 
arrived at. Of course, it may be said 
that those salaries as fixed were as a 
matter of fact excessive. I have already 
answered that to some extent by 


Supply— 


saying that the Board followed very | 
closely the voluntary arrangements. But | 


I would like just to remind the Com- 
mittee how it came about that this extra 
work has been thrown on these’ officials. 
The secretaries of county councils have to 
attend the council meetings, keep records 
of the proceedings, fix the poor rate and 
county cess, which they had not to do 
before ; keep the accounts of the financial 
relations between councils and districts ; 
and organise the entire county staff. The 
secretary to a council has become a very 
important and responsible official ; he has 
now to bea real organiser. Some idea of 
the amount of correspondence thrown 
upon the council secretaries now as com- 
pared with former times may be gathered 
from the words of one secretary, who 
stated that under the old system his 
letters numbered about sixty a year, 
while during the past half-year they had 
amounted to 1,460. The highest salary 
given to any county secretary was that 
voluntarily fixed by the Finance Com- 
mittee of the county of Cork, the amount 
being £1,500 a year. 


Mr. DILLON : Itis the largest county 
in Ireland, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Co. Dublin 
arranged with their secretary for £850 ; 
co. Antrim, £800; co. Galway, £300 ; 
co. Tyrone, £600, and so forth. I need 
not go through the whole list, but there 
are sixteen counties in Ireland which 
arranged with their secretaries for 
salaries varying from £1,500 in the case 
of co. Cork to £271 in the case of co. 
Leitrim. Passing to the case of surveyors, 
these officials under the old system had a 
considerable amount of leisure at their 
disposal, which they could give to other 
work. They have no such leisure now, 
their whole time being taken up by their 
in connection with the 
[An Hon. MEMBER: Are they 


work 
councils. 


hound to give up their other work ?] I 


do not know that they are bound to, 
but their time is now so much taken up 
that they cannot do otherwise. Not only 


has their work greatly increased, but 

that increased work causes largely in- 

creased travelling expenses, and these 
My. G. W. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


county | 
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travelling expenses are included in their 
salary. I hope, myself, that while the new 
system involves this greatly increased 
labour, it will also involve a correspond- 
ingly improved result, and that the roads 
in Ireland will be maintained even better 
than before. Certainly, if they are not, 
it will not be for want of vigilance on the 
part of those who have the control. 


Mr. DILLON: You do not say any- 
thing about the case of county Mayo. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have not 
the particulars of that case, but I think 
the observations of the hon. Member will 
be sufficiently answered by what I am 
about to say concerning assistant sur- 
veyors generally. 


Mr. DILLON: The statement I made 
was that the surveyor’s salary was 
nearly doubled, while his district was 
reduced by one half. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: If his dis- 
trict was reduced by one half, that was 
done not by the Local Government 
Board, but by the county. Before I deal 
with the scale of salaries of assistant sur- 
veyors, I should like to say a word 
on the scale with regard to county 
surveyors. Where there were no special 
circumstances in the case the general rule 
followed by the Local Government Board 
was that they should allow an increase of 
20 per cent. upon the existing salaries, 
with an allowance for travelling expenses 
calculated at 1s. for each mile under con- 
tract. The county surveyors themselves 
are extremely dissatisfied with this deci- 
sion of the Board, and consider they 
have not had justice done to them. They 
claim, asa general rule, an increase of not 
20 per cent. but 75 percent. Assessment 
surveyors maintain that their work has 
doubled. I am not prepared to say it 
has doubled, but it has certainly very 
largely increased. The general salary of 
the assistant surveyors was £80. The 
, hon. Member said £60, but I think he is 
mistaken in that ; lam under the impres- 
sion that the salaries are fixed by law at 
£80 a year. The assistant surveyors, 
like the county surveyors, were in the 
| habit of supplementing their earnings by 

private work. [An Hon, Memper: And 
they do so a They may still do so 
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to some extent, but I am quite sure {tant surveyors who have now to 
the amount of their leisureis very limited | be appointed £140 each. I hope 


now. I do not say it is impossible for| these figures and the explanation I 
them to undertake extra work, but I am | have given of the reasons which actuated 
quite certain that their opportunities in| the Board will commend themselves to 
that direction must be very seriously cur- | the Committee. At all events there is 
tailed. The Local Government Board did | absolutely no foundation for the state- 
not get nearly so much assistance from | ment that the Board have increased these 
the examples of the voluntary arrange- | salaries merely in order to show their 
ments in the case of the assistant sur-| power. On the contrary, they had no 
veyors as in the case of the county choice in the matter; the only question 
secretaries and county surveyors, because | was as to the amount, and I| think the 
there were were very few such agree-| Committee will come to the conclusion 
ments. Therefore, having regard to the | that the salaries were not fixed too high. 
facts I have already adduced respecting | I will deal very shortly with the other 
the increase of work, the Board drew up| points raised by the hon. Member. He 
a scale which was to apply generally. |complains of the conditions we have 
| attached to the appointment of county 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): | 8°¢retaries. The only conditions we have 
Does the scale apply in the case where | attached are that a county secretary 
the county councils have already fixed, | should be a competent man, his compe- 
and the Local Government Board sanc- | tency to be proved, in case of necessity, by 
tioned, the salary? The county council | 2" examination, and that he should be of 
with which I am connected have fixed | Proper age and character—that is to say, 


the salary of the assistant surveyor, the | he is to be of good character and not 


: | ; mn : 
Local Government Board have sanctioned | under twenty-one years of age. As 
regards age and character, I believe the 


it, but the assistant’ surveyor has a Ase 
pealed. In such a case will the Board | conditions are exactly the same as are 
stand by its sanction? It is important | imposed - coe for the Civil 
I should be told by the Chief Secretary. | Service. [An Hon. Memer: Has that 

| system been carried out all through Ire- 


a =e |land?] The Order applies to all Ireland, 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In any case | hut in cases where men of experience 


where a voluntary arrangement has been | have come forward we have not con- 
made by a county council and sanctioned | sidered it necessary in every instance to 
by the Local Government Board, I am not | insist upon the full examination. The 
aware of any intention of altering that | maximum severity of the examination has 
arrangement, nor do I know that any | been fixed at that of the second-class 
such alteration has been mooted. In this | clerks of the Civil Service, and thir ak 

ge ee , _~ | we get the papers from the Civil Service 
scale, in districts not exceeding 250) Commissioners themselves. If there was 
miles, the salary was fixed at £120 ; and | any real feeling that the Local Government 





in districts not exceeding 400 miles, at 
£100. Between those two extremes the | 
salaries varied by advances of £5. County 
Down voluntarily fixed the salary at 
£120 a year, rising to £130 after ten 
years service, and £140 after twenty | 
years service; so that that was, if any- 
thing, a little more favourable than the | 
scale adopted by the Board. In county 
Louth, where the average mileage of dis- 
tricts is about 300 miles, the council gives 
£140; county Waterford, £130; county 
Antrim proposed to give £120, but on | 
reconsideration decided to rearrange the 
districts and to fix the salaries in accord- 


ance with the scale of the Board. ‘Tippe- | 
tary gives the county surveyor £200, 
and proposes to give the two assis- 


VOL. LXX XIII. 


[FourTH SERIES. | 


| Board were likely to exercise their power 


improperly, I believe that possibly some 
arrangement might be made for the Civil 
Service Commissioners themselves to con- 
duct the examination, but I am not certain 
that they would consent. To throw 
broadcast insinuations that the Local 
Government Board in insisting upon this 
examination are likely to be actuated by 
any such considerations as hinted by the 
hon. Member seems to me to be extremely 


| unjust and far-fetched. Nothing of the 


kind is likely ever to be done. It is ex- 
tremely desirable that candidates for the 


| post of county secretary should be com- 


petent to discharge the duties they have 
to perform, and that they should be 


proved to be so competent. 


2U 
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Mr. DILLON: Are they examined in| hon. friend the Attorney General, [ 
England ? did come to the conclusion that probably 
we had been acting ultra vires, and it 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I really do therefore became necessary to insert into 
not know. I am sorry to say that the the Public Loans Bill the clause to which 
necessity for examination has already oe arr ct wag am Unless we 
been proved, as in one or two cases can- | 240 vail ated the Orders already made it 
didates have failed so manifestly in the might has been possible to make invalid 
simplest tests to which they were sub- that rate Qc large part of Ireland. | 
jected that I am quite certain they would | need not say w hat inextricable con- 
have been absolutely incapable of carry- | “US!OM such an — would have 
ing out their duties. Take the case of | 8!Ven Tise to. As I say, we passed 


county Mayo itself. I think a gentleman | Speers ge sag an Order 
was appointed by the county council, but | distributing a i ee, See Cer- 
when he heard that before undertaking | tain exceptions, however, were made in 

a subsequent Order. We then found it 


his duties and receiving his salary he | a ok 

would have to pass an examination he | "ecessary to validate the original Order 

withdrew, being perfectly well aware that | and the second Order, and after this 

the test would have proved too much for | second Order, which we thought included 
all cases of real hardship, was made, we 


him, and that his incompetency would | . 
have been exposed. Since then another | heard of certain other cases. The Local 


gentleman has been appointed who, I am ee Board were perfectly shoo 
happy to say, passed his examination | ess, because we were in this position: 
with flying colours. By the very fact of introducing that 
clause into the Public Loans Bill, we 

— ’ . ,| admitted that there was a doubt as to 
Mr. DILLON: Why did you subject | whether we had not acted ultra vires, 
the county Mayo secretary to a more! We therefore could not, after that, make 
severe examination than the secretaries | yoo of a power which we ourselves ad- 
of other counties ? mitted we did not possess. A short 
Bill became necessary, and I promised 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Because he| the hon. Member for East Mayo that 
was a young man totally without ex-|I would introduce legislation during 
perience. Where we have relaxed the} the present session to remove the 
conditions to some extent it has been in | grievance, and the Biil was read a third 
the case of men who have had considerable | time the other day. I knew perfectly 
administrative experience. In the case of | when introduced the clause in the Public 
a perfectly young man we considered it} Loans Bill last year validating these 
was eminently desirable that he should | Orders that further legislation would be 
prove his capacity. Passing from that to | necessary, and we have now added the 
the question of the areas of charge, the | condition that these powers should not be 
hon. Member spoke throughout his speech | exercised without the consent of the local 
as if the Local Government Board | authorities. I think I had better not deal 
was some completely irresponsible body. | with the case of Dr. Cullen now, as I under- 
In almost every question, and certainly | stand the hon. Member for the Harbour 
in regard to this question of the areas of | Division is going to debate it in greater de- 
charge, I am afraid I must be held per- | tail. May I just say, in conclusion, that I 
sonally responsible. I think we did act donot think hon. Members opposite make 
with a certain amount of precipitation. | quite sufficient allowance for the immense 
On the other hand, the cireumstances we | difficulty and labour which has been 
had to consider were undoubtedly difficult, thrown upon the Local Government 
and the enormous complexity of the Board in this matter. The change made 
accounts under the old system made us’ by the Local Government Act has been 
very anxious. A year has passed, and! enormous, and the work involved in 
the Local Government Board has, as a| bringing that Act into operation has been 
matter of fact, exercised the power | far greater than hon. Members have any 
of altering the area of charge, but it | idea of. If, under these circumstances, a 
was not until this Order was passed | Public Department has made any_mis- 
that the question was raised. I admit | takes- »d I do not say the Local 
that, after consulting my right | Governntent Board have not—I think some 
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amount of indulgence should be extended 
to it. [can assure the Committee generally 
that the Local Government Board have 
no desire to aet in any harsh, arbitrary, or 
tyrannical spirit, and that it willbe our 


{24 May 1900} 


1154 


| dividing up that month or not giving it 
i all if they liked. The whole of our 
| 


Civil Service Estimates. 


case against the Local Government Board 
| is this—that they take out of the hands 
| of the local authorities the management 
They encourage 





endeavour to work as far as possible ‘of their own officials. 
harmoniously and without friction with | these officials to treat with contempt the 
the local authorities. | bodies who pay them, and this gentle- 
man who refused to take two weeks leave 
Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Harbour): | was backed up by the Local Government 
; nt Sia | Board, who endeavoured to compel the 

[ do not think there is any disposition on | b : ; : 
| board of guardians to pay his salary. I 
the part of hon. Members — these benches | have touched on that case because it is in 
induly to hamper the action of the Local | some way connected with another case 
Government Board. We know perfectly | referred to by the hon. Member for East 
well that increased duties have been cast | Mayo—namely, the case of Dr. Cullen, 
upon that Department by the Local) medical officer of the North Dublin 
Government Act, and that those duties| Union. In all my _ experience of 
are to a great extent novel and difficult. public life [ have never known a case in 
But that is quite a different thing from | which tyranny, oppression, and injustice 
that of which we have been complaining, have been more freely exercised by the 
namely, the disposition on the part of the Local Government Board towards an 
Local Government Board to treat with | official than in this case. There was an 
contempt every suggestion of local outbreak of fever in Angust and Septem- 
authorities, and to override their decisions | ber of last year in the Castleknock dis- 
in those matters in regard to which the trict of the North Dublin Union. That 
Act meant to give them a discretion. | outbreak occurred in the constabulary 
Take the case of Ballymena. The right | dep6t, in a portion of the military bar- 
hon. Gentleman has not at all met the | racks, and in one of the metropolitan 
point which was made both in the Courts | police barracks, all within the district of 
and here. The point was not whether the | Castleknock, of which Dr. Cullen was 
Local Government Board had taken a/ medical officer of health as well as dis- 
wrong interpretation of their own Act or pensary doctor. Under the Notification 
rules, but that an officer of the board of of Diseases Act the doctors attending the 
guardians had applied for leave of absence, depdt and the military barracks and the 
had asked for three weeks, and had been | metropolitan police barracks should have 
granted by his board, who were his notified these cases to Dr. Cullen as cases 
masters and the regular authority for the | of infectious disease, but the doctors of 
purpose, two weeks, whereupon the Local | the constabulary carefully concealed them, 
Government Board, over the heads of the | as they were afraid that recruiting might 
guardians, deliberately paid him for three | be interfered with if it’ were known that 
weeks absence. Surely that is setting at | there was fever at the depét. Dr. 
defiance and treating with contempt the | Gordon and Dr. Baird had been attending 
local authorities, and begetting insubor-| at the depét, but they never reported 
dination and .contempt from the officers | a single case to Dr. Cullen, and he is 


themselves towards their employers. | now punished by the Local Government 
That was the whole gist of the Board because he did not report to them 
case of the Ballymena guardians. | cases which had not been reported to 


The board of guardians are empowered | himself. After a time the authorities at 
under the Act to grant annual leave. It | the depot suspected the supply of milk, 
was indeed a scandal that when a medical | and they had different samples sent to an 
officer wanted to get away on leave he analyst, but no opportunity was offered 
had to get another doctor to certify that by them to the person supplying the milk 
he was sick, with the result that every | to have an independent analysis. They 
medical officer in Ireland was in bad | acted entirely on their own motion, and 
health at least once a year. It was made! the report they got back stated that, 
the milk did not contain 
the bacilli of enteric fever, it did contain 
bacilli which might be of the same 


class. They stopped the supply of 
2U2 


dear in the Local Government Act that | though 
the guardians had power to grant leave 
for not more than one month, but that 
power did not preclude them from 
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milk, but they never gave any notifi-| the depét authorities could no longer con- 
cation to any one else whom that milk- | ceal the fact that fever had broken out in 
man might have been supplying, and | the depot, and when it became notori- 
merely wrote hima letter stating in effect | ous that several of the men had died, they 
that he could kill the community as long | faced the situation they could not any 
as he kept outside the precincts of the | longer keep secret, and they endeavoured 
constabulary barracks. The right hon.|to find some justification for their 
Gentleman says that he holds himself) action. Dr. Flynn, the medical inspector 
responsible for thé actions of the Local of the district, had received the report 
Government Board. 


Supply— 


From what I know | of Dr. Cullen that there was enteric fever 
of the right hon. Gentleman, I am sure | in his district and calling for action, Dr, 
that if he had before him the evidence | Flynn, however, went away on his vaca- 
offered in this case he would not back up| tion. There was no mention in the report 
the Board. After the supply of milk to | of any fever at the depot, and Dr. Flynn 
the depot had been suspected, the autho- thought that he might cross the Channel 
rities knew that there was fever in other to attend a health congress while fever 
parts of the district, because the doctors was raging in his own district. What do 
themselves admitted having attended | the Local(Government Board do? They 
private patients who were supplied by the | send down this very gentleman to act as 
same milkman, but there was no attempt | prosecutor against Dr. Cullen. I am not 
to stop the milk being sold, and the cases | going to touch on the former relations 
were not reported by the medical officer | between Dr. Flynn and Dr. Cullen—there 
of health. They merely wrote to the;may or may not have been friction 
milkman to say that for the present he | between them—but, at all events, the man 
need not send any more milk to the | who was responsible as inspector of the 
depdt. They did not even tell him that | district was the very worst person that 
the milk was affected, and as long as he| could be sent down to inquire into the 
kept away from the barracks they did | circumstances. He went down to the 
not care how much fever should break out | district, examined the house of the milk- 
in the rest of the district or how many | man who had been treated by Dr. Cullen, 
people might be killed, if the statement | but whose case had not been notified 
about the milk were true at all. In the | because he lived two miles away, was in 
month of August there were enteric cases | charge of two trained nurses, and was 
at the depdt which were not reported, | properly isolated, and anybody who did 





and in September again there were cases 
which were not reported. Dr. Cullen, 
who only receives about £20 a year as 
medical officer of health, reported regularly 
to the district council every case of fever 
that came within his knowledge with one 
exception, which happened to be the case 
of this particular milkman. On 11th Sep- 
tember, three days before he went on his 
annual leave, he reported seven cases of 
enteric fever in a portion of the district 


near the constabulary depot which were | 


probably connected with the outbreak in 
the depot, of which, however, he had no 
knowledge whatever. Neither had he 
any knowledge of fever in the Bess- 
borough Metropolitan Police Barracks, 
as none of the doctors had communicated 
with him. Will it be believed that this 
gentleman, who has now been practically 
dismissed by the Local Government 
Board—because they have called upon 
him for his resignation—reported seven 
cases of fever and called attention again 
and again to the insanitary condition of 
certain portions of his district? When 


Mr, Harrington 


/not know he was a purveyor of milk 
would never imagine that infection was 
likely to spread from his case. Dr, 
Cullen, at the subsequent inquiry, stated 
that he had no knowledge that the man 
was a purveyor of milk when he sent in 
his report. He was cross-examined very 
severely by Dr. Flynn, and stated that he 
only became aware of the fact two months 
after the supply of milk had been stopped. 
The man was in the employ of the canal 
/company, and occupied a house on the 
|canal bank, his dairy being a distance 
| away ; and no one who knew him asin 
charge of one of the locks in the canal 
would imagine that he was a purveyor of 
imilk. Dr. Flynn gave Dr. Cullen to 
‘understand that he did not believe that 
portion of his evidence. But something 
'worse happened. Dr. Flynn reported to 
‘the Local Government Board, and the 
| Local Government Board stated that they 
also thought it impossible to accept this 
| portion of Dr. Cullen’s evidence, There 
| was no other evidence against Dr. Cullen, 
and when a subsequent inquiry was 
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demanded by the board of guardians, | the Local Government Board have not 
vho did the Local Government Board | replied to it. They did, however, com- 
end to inquire a second time? The very | municate with the district council, which 
gentleman who had already said that he | had nothing to say to the matter, and a 
tid not believe Dr. Cullen’s evidence, | second inquiry was held, and the evidence 
ind who was bound to discredit the | was sent back to the district council. 
widence of everyone who supported Dr. | The main charge against Dr. Cullen was 
(ullen’s case. Two doctors who were | that he had not been able to diagnose a case 
attending this case said they had no know- | of fever, and that he was unworthy of 
ledge that the patient was a purveyor of | credit on his oath. The Local Govern- 
nilk, and from the circumstances of the | ment Board wrote to the board of guar- 
house it could not be assumed that he} dians a letter which contained internal 
yas. The clergyman of the district said | evidence that it was written by a man 
that a stranger visiting the house never! who had heard the evidence at the in- 
could have known that the occupant was | quiry and had made up his own mind, 
apurveyor of milk. A doctor who had | and there was clear evidence that that com- 
attended the man for two years had not | munication, purporting to come from the 
the remotest knowledge he ever kept a} Local Government Board, was actually 
dairy or was selling milk in Dublin; yet, | written or dictated by Dr. Flynn, the 
in spite of all that evidence, what are the | very gentleman who had made the in- 
grounds on which Dr. Cullen’s resignation | quiry. I can only say that if the Local 
was called for? General carelessness in not | Government Board persists, in face of such 
reporting this case, and for leaving his|a condition of things, in forcing Dr. 
district without the sanction of the Local | Cullen out of his position, they will find 
Government Board. I should like to} themselves face to face with a quarrel 
direct the attention of the Chief Secretary | with the North Dublin Board of Guar- 
to those charges. There is no duty cast | dians of which they will not see the end 
upon the medical officer of health to| for some time. That Board were entitled 
report cases except where he dreads the | to have the evidence affecting one of 
danger of an epidemic, but every other their own officers placed before them. 
doctor is bound to report to him. Dr.| They asked the Local Government Board 
Cullen, as I have said, reported seven | to give them an opportunity of examining 
cases of enteric fever; the one case he | the evidence. When the Local Govern- 
omitted to report was the case of the| ment Board discovered that they had 
man Duffy. But Dr. Flynn disregarded the | been dealing with the district council 
seven cases reported and succeeded in} and not with the board of guardians, 
getting the Local Government Board to they fired off a letter to Dr. Cullen 
place the whole responsibility for the out-| telling him to tender his resignation 
break on Dr. Cullen—even for the deaths | actually before the evidence came before 
that occurred at the depot regarding | the board of guardians, and that if he did 
which he was not given any information. | not resign a sealed Order ‘would be sent 
Dr. Cullen is an official of two bodies, the} down dismissing him. If the Chief 
North Dublin District Council and the | Secretary thinks he can defend the action 
North Dublin Board of Guardians, and if | of the Local Government Board in dis- 
he were guilty of an offence as medical | missing an officer without any regard to 
officer of health that would have nothing | the opinion of the men who have the 
todo with the discharge of his duty as | daily life of that officer before them, he is 
dispensary doctor. The Local Govern- |making a mistake. I know some of the 
ment Board wrote calling for his resigna- | members of the Local Government Board 
tion as medical officer of health, but by a | and have a very: high regard for them ; 
stupid blunder they overlooked the fact | but all I can say is, if they pursue that 
that he was an officer of the board of | line of conduct they will lose every shred 
guardians. The board of guardians|of authority and respect which is 
passed a resolution asking the Local | necessary for the conduct of a measure of 
Government Board to reconsider the local government. The district council 
matter, and stating that it was im-| stated at their meeting that they had 
proper to try an _ official without | more reports from Dr. Cullen respecting 
formulating a charge against him. | the health of his district than from all the 
That letter was written on the 22nd | other medical officers of the union com- 
September, and up to this moment bined. ‘The attempt of the Local 
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Government Board to conceal their own | of the roads. Of course there were in- 
responsibility and to throw all the re-| creased duties to perform, and the 
sponsibility on Dr. Cullen is one of the | county council called in the surveyor 
most discreditable proceedings I have and said, “You have at present a salary 
ever heard of in connection with a public | of £600; what do you propose as to the 
Department in Ireland. I invite the Chief | increased duties?” The surveyor said 
Secretary to examine the case. I had an | that he would be unable to discharge in 
opportunity of examining the evidence, | person the increased duties, and in a com- 
and I can only say that for barefaced | munication which he sent to the council 
partisanship in everything that could|on the 16th January, he recommended 
affect the decent conduct of a case it| the appointment of a properly qualified 
could not be equalled. Dr. Cullen had | assistant surveyor. But before this sug- 
not a fair trial; not even a decent| gestion could be considered there came 
or respectable trial. Everything down an Order from the Local Govern- 
that could be done to prejudge his case | ment Board raising the surveyor’s salary 
wa; done by the gentleman who was more | from £600 to £800. Therefore the 
responsible than he was, and whose| council is in this position — that they 
responsibility was fixed by the knowledge | are obliged to pay this man an increased 
he had that Dr. Cullen had reported seven | salary for work which he says he is un- 
cases in September, and who never| able to perform. There was some corre- 
thought that the matter was serious until | spondence with the Local Government 
deaths occurred at the depét and infec-| Board, and the county council asked 
tion came in the neighbourhood of the | them to vary their Order under the cir- 
Viceregal Lodge. If there is anything in | cumstances; but the Local Government 
ladle we have a strong feeling for, it is | Board replied that they could not vary 
for equal and impartial justice. We like|the Order in regard to the salary 
to see the law carried out without any|of the surveyor unless the council 
respect to persons. We think the Local' came to an agreement with him. 
Government Board ought to be no)| How could they expect that this officer 
respecter of persons, and it is because we | would agree to anything less than the 
believe that the Local Government Board | salary which the Local Government 
are endeavouring to make a scapegoat of Board had given him? In addition, an 
Dr. Cullen for their own neglect that the | assistant surveyor had to be appointed at 
North Dublin Board of Guardians are a salary of £250 a year. The conse- 
determined to resist Dr. Cullen’s dis- quence was a great deal of irritation and 
missal. annoyance about the whole matter. I 
do think that if the Local Government 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): Board had been animated by the same 
I wish to bring before the Chief Secretary spirit which the Chief Secretary showed 
certain matters with reference to the ap-| to-day these difficulties would have been 
pointment of a county surveyor in An- got over. Notice of motion has_ been 
trim. I do not intend to make any charges given in the county council and district 
against the Local Government Board. | council of a resolution, which will be 
There are occasions in which a little more | carried unanimously, condemning the 
consideration might be shown for some of | conduct of the Local Government Board 
the county councils, who represent the | in taking out of their hands the duties 
ratepayers. At this minute there is much which they consider they were elected to 
irritation, which I have no doubt the! perform. In the Antrim County Council 
Chief Secretary will be able to explain, | all considerations of politics are excluded. 
owing to the action of the Local Govern-| There are on it members of the old grand 
ment Board. Take, for instance, the case | jury type—tenant farmers, merchants, and 
of county Antrim, which possesses a con- even some Nationalists. They meet 
siderable mileage of+roads, and the, together with the sole object of doing 
surveyor of which had a salary of £600 the business of the county, and much 
a year. When the county council took | annoyance has been caused by the Local 
charge over the administration of the Government Board overruling them in the 
roads they determined, as ordinary busi- | discharge of their duty. If it is the.case 
ness men, to overhaul the Department that the section in the Act absolutely 
and make what provision they could | ties the hands of the Local Government 
under their powers for the maintenance | Board, then the Chief Secretary should 
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Mr. Harrington. 
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jring in at once such legislation as will 
jut a stop to these deadlocks. 





Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 
derry): I do not propose to follow my 
jon. friends into all the varied details | 
vhich they have presented to the Com- | 
nittee. No doubt the Act is a great | 
hoon, and we are all thankful for the 
painstaking manner in which the Chief 
Secretary has set it in motion ; but we 
feel that there are a certain number of 
defects in it which ought to be remedied. 
One of these is the compulsion put upon 
the county and district councils to in- 
crease the salaries of officials. Another is 
ihe superannuation of the old grand jury 
officials. If ever there was a set of men 
undeserving superannuation, it was these 
officials, many of whom simply delegated 





their duty and were paid by poundage ; | 8 


and others were guilty of jobbery. I 
should like to see men of that sort going 
to the Treasury asking for superannua- 
tion, and how the Treasury would meet 
the demand so put forward. The simple 
fact is that this Act, through a system of 
red tape, and the elaborate checks which 
have been adopted to make jobbery im- 
possible, has become a very serious 
burden to the people. Take the case of 
a county which owes a considerable debt 
of gratitude to the right hon. the Chief 
Secretary and his brother, the First Lord 
of the Treasury—the County Donegal. 
It is a poor county, unable to bear un- 
necessary expense or increased burdens. 
Yet, although the county has received 
the assistance of £21,000 from the Agri- 
cultural Grant within the last twelve- 
months, the rates are £5,000 higher this 
year than last. I think that shows what 
a tremendous burden the administration 
of the Act is. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Many of the 
expenses incurred last year will not 
appear again. 


Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE: We all 
hope that this extreme burden will not 
be continued. The red tape system in- 
troduced is enormously costly, and there 
are lamentations from all parts of the 
country about it. I hope we shall soon 
be able to enter upon a period of dimi- 
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nished taxation and expenditure. 
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Mr AUSTIN (Limerick, W.) said that 
it would startle the Committee to learn 
how enormously the salaries of the officers 
of the new county councils had jumped 
up. Three years ago a Bill was intro- 
duced and passed for the amalgamation 
of West and East Limerick. Before the 
amalgamation the salary of the surveyor 
of West Limerick was £500 a year ; and 
after the amalgamation the salary was 
advanced from £500 to £600. Withia 
the past two or three months, after the 
Local Government Act came into force, 
this same respected officer asked that it 
should be advanced from £600 to £1,500! 
The county council naturally repudiated 
the idea of giving him such an enormous 
salary. Then he lowered his claim to 
£1,000 ; but the county council could not 
see their way to that, and magnanimously 
offered to compromise the matter by 
iving him an advance from £600 to 
£800. The gentleman, however, ignored 
the county council, and said, “No; I do 
not care about you ; I will appeal to the 
Local Government Board, which will 
accede to my request.” That is an illus- 
tration of the new mode of advancing 
salaries under the rule of the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Has the salary 
of this officer been fixed ? 


Mr. AUSTIN said it had not; the 
matter was pending; but he was stating 
the case as the most extraordinary illus- 
tration of county government that had 
ever come under the observation of the 
Committee. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The case 
which my hon. friend has just mentioned 
shows that the officials really do not hold 
or fee] themselves responsible in any way 
to the county council, their direct em- 
ployers, because of the power of appeal 
to the Local Government Board and the 
manner in which that power has been 
used. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is no 
question of power of appeal. The Local 
Government Board are under legal obliga- 
tion to interfere and fix an increase of 
salary when it is due. Special power is 
given by a sub-section of Clause 115 in 
the Act to allow the county council and 
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the officer to make a voluntary arrange-| was to write only one letter a week, it 
ment when they can do so. proves that he had practically no work to 
do, although he drew a pretty good salary, 

Mr. FLYNN : I quite appreciate that ;| The argument now is that if you give 
but what we complain of is the manner these officers some little work to do you 


in which the Local Government Board | Should likewise give them a very liberal 
| salary. I have had some experience of 


exercise the discretion vested in them. | count y councils in Ireland, and have 
If there is a difference, and the county | always heard that the county surveyors 
council and its officers cannot come to a/| had formerly only a nominal duty to per- 
voluntary agreement, the Local Govern-| form. Indeed the work they did perform 
ment Board must fix the salary. What} on the roads was very badly done. You 
we complain of is that in all cases the | may drive or walk or ride on a road, but 
Local Government Board gives an in-| if you really want to know what a road 
crease, in many cases an enormous in-|is like you must go on a cycle; 
crease of salary; but in no case have} and my _ experience is that the 
they confirmed the decision of the county | roads have been shamefully neglected in 
council in the matter in dispute. I need | the past and badly kept. The assistant 
hardly say that they are not likely to| road surveyors were auctioneers, archi- 
reduce the salaries ; and all this tends to | tects, farmers, publicans, and all sorts of 
the steady increase of taxation. Although | things ; and they could have been doing 
considerable sums of money are given to | little or no work at all. Now they say 
the landlords towards the county cess, | that their duties have enormously in- 
the taxation is larger than ever, so that | creased. It is not that the duties have 
this Act, placed in the hands of the people | enormously increased, but that the county 
of Ireland with the view of giving them | council insist on their doing the duty for 
the right to manage their own local | which they are paida salary. The roads 
affairs, is likely, instead of being a/ are nota bit more numerous than in the 
blessing, to become an additional burden | past, nor is the country getting any 
on an over-taxed country. The right | larger. ‘The population is not increasing. 
hon. Gentleman has defended the bureau- | Where then come in the extraordinary 
cratic arrogance and intolerable action of | new duties for which these gentlemen 
the Local Government Board with a get an increase of salary of 50 per cent. ! 
great deal of ingenuity; but the extra-| It is said that they have to attend the 
ordinary thing is that the complaints with | county council four times a year, instead 
regard to the Local Government Board | of twice a year at the old grand jury. 
come from all parts of Ireland, and in| Where the county councils have given 
their application to all the officials the | their best judgment to the settlement of 
appeals are impartial. The right hon. | the matter I think the fact of their local 
Gentleman mentioned the large salary knowledge should weigh in their favour. 
given to the new secretary of the The Local Government Board have no 
Cork County Council. That proves that | such local knowledge, neither have they 
the councils are not inclined to be any superhuman intellectual power which 
ungenerous to their officers. There is no enables them to understand the local 
proof whatever that in all the arrange- | necessities so well as they are understood 
ments of these salaries the county councils | by the elected councillors. If this system 
have been trying to be stingy, unfair, or , continues, local government in Ireland 
unjust. But £1,000 or £1,500 a year/ will be reduced to a farce and an 
for a secretary to a local authority is a big absurdity. I venture to say that the 
salary to be paid in a poor country—a | Act of Parliament gives the Local Govern- 
salary indeed out of all proportion to the ment Board no power of measuring scales 
work done, or to the responsibility in- | of fees or salaries. It has simply certain 
curred. The Chief Secretary quoted a/ discretionary power when controversies 
case of an officer whose duties had greatly | arise between county councils and their 
increased, who formerly had to write | own officers. But the Board has adopted 
only sixty letters in the year, but had in| a policy of always upholding the officers 
the past half year written 1,460 letters, | and putting the county councils in the 
I would suggest that most of these were | wrong, with the result that it is discredit- 
merely circulars. Under the old grand ing local government in Ireland, and un- 
jury system, if that gentleman’s duty questionably leading the officials to flout 


Mr. G, W. Balfour, 
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Supply — 
the authority of the county councils. 
Now, the county of Kerry is a very poor 
county, and I should like to explain to 
the House the policy which has been 
pursued there. The county council were 
most anxious to deal fairly with the 
existing officers. The county secretary 
had a salary of £500 a year. But when 
he sent in his return he included a large 
number of fancy emoluments and fees 
which he had no statutory right to 
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charge, and in the end the country was | 
by the Local Government | 
Board awarding him over £900 a year | 


overtaxed 


as the sum on which he was entitled to 
retire. 


strong indignation was caused. The fact 
is, the Local Government Board have 
systematically flouted the local autho- 
rities in all cases where differences of 
opinion have arisen between them and 
their officers. This is not the only 
matter of which the people of 
Kerry have reason to complain. Not 
only has the county secretary been 
granted the enormous superannuation of 
over £900 per annum, but the salary of 
the county surveyor has also been in- 
creased by £230, although there has been 
no addition to his duties worth mention- 
ing. Further than that, the salary of 
the deputy surveyor, who devotes but a 
very small portion of his time to the 
duties of his office, has been raised from 
£80 to £150, and I think, therefore, the 
County Council of Kerry are justified in 
protesting against these things. I trust 
that they will continue to protest, and 
that instead of resigning they will stick 
firmly to their seats and decline to pay. 
We shall then see what the Local Govern- 
ment Board will do to get the money. I 
hope the Local Government Board will 
be compelled to pay more deference in 
the future to the opinions of the duly- 
elected representatives of the people. 
Then there is the question of Civil 
Service examinations for appointments 
of county secretaries. I think it is in 
the interests of the county councils that, 
in making these appointments, they 


should select only the most competent | 


men for the post. But are you going to 
apply the same test all round? ‘The 
present First Lord of the Treasury, in 
one of those delightful bursts of candour 
with which he so often interests the 
House, confessed that he never could 
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I venture to say that that was | 
not a fair way of treating the ratepayers | 
of that county, and not unnaturally | 
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spell properly. I wonder what sort of 
figure he would cut if he had to appear 
before the Civil Service examiners. I am 
afraid he would be thrown out—if not for 
his spelling, at any rate, from what I hear, 
he would be for his writing. The fact is 
the test has been so arranged as to make 
it almost impossible for any candidate 
' who is either unpopular with or disliked 
by the authorities to pass it. Hon, Mem- 
bers in their innocence and in the honesty 
of their hearts cannot understand the 
working of this Department, but a long 
series of strange coincidences has enabled 
the Irish people to do so. I think the 
Chief Secretary and the Irish administra- 
tion will soon have to take into account 
the fact that the county councils are not 
| going to be cowed in matters of local ad- 
ministration and finance, now and for all 
| time, by gentlemen sitting in Dublin. It 
| is against the spirit of the Act. It is, I 
| venture to think, against the letter as well 
| as the spirit, and I trust that the county 
| councils, when they are persuaded that 
| they have acted honestly in fixing the 
| salaries of their officers, will refuse to 
| allow themselves to be over-ridden by the 
paid officials of the Local Government 
Board. 
! 
| *Serseanr HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
I think that this debate will prove of 
| very great value because, unquestionably, 
nothing can exceed the discontent that 
exists in Ireland with regard to the action 
of the Local Government Board. I am 
not at present going to assert that that 
discontent is altogether well grounded, 
but it is most important that light should 
be thrown upon the whole administration 
of these matters, and that we should see 
that the Local Government Board exer- 
cises its powers discreetly and judiciously. 
Unquestionably we have this fact staring 
us in the face, that this great Act, which 
was to be such a boon to the occupier 
and cultivator of the land in Ire- 
land, has been followed by a 
very considerable increase in the rates, 
and that, notwithstanding the grant of 
£700,000 a year from the Imperial Ex 
chequer, the occupier finds that his taxes 
are doubled and he has received no 
benefit from the grant of the half of the 
county cess. When we come to look into 
it we find that the rates are increased 
because of the extravagant manner in 
which the Local Government Board have 
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dealt with certain provisions of the Act 
enabling them to regulate the pay of 
officers continued or appointed, or regu- 
lating the superannuation of those ceasing 
to be officers. 


Supply— 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I think I must 
point out that, even though all the charges 
with respect to the salaries of officers are 
fully proved up to the hilt, the sum of 
money involved would not account for 
the increase in the local rates. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I am not pre- 
pared with figures now to meet that 
argument. One way in which the right 
hon. Member accounted for the ex- 
cessive rates is the matter of £100,000 
paid for compensation under the Act. 
That was one of the items men- 


tioned in his speech. The increases 
vf salaries that have already been 
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sanctioned must necessarily involve a 
great addition to the rates, and we must 
never lose sight of one point, namely, that 
Parliament is bound to bear in mind that 
in legislating for a country, about which 
it does not know very much, the whole 
burden under the Local Government Act 
falls on the occupiers, and therefore every 
penny extra is more or less a burden on a 
very poor class of people. The figures 
with respect to the increase of salaries 
given here in the Chief Secretary’s state- 
ment show 20 per cent. all round, in addi- 
tion to the increase for travelling ex- | 
penses. These officers are likely to live | 
a considerable time, and it isa eontinuous | 
charge. Itis perfectly useless to say that | 
will not mean more or less a burden under | 
the Act. We do not expect probably to | 
cut down the Vote of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board on this occasion, but we | 
want to warn the House that this Act, | 
instead of being a blessing, will be | 
a curse to the country unless a strict | 
watch is kept upon the action of | 
the Local Government Board. Recollect | 
it isa perfectly irresponsible tribunal. It is | 








1168 
sistently with the other important duties 
he has to discharge. It is done by the 
salaried members of the Board. These 
salaried members of the Board, in almost 
every instance which has been men- 
tioned in the course of this debate, 
set themselves up against the expe- 
rience and the decisions of the county 
councils throughout Ireland. The latter 
are the representatives of the ratepayers, 
and they are unpaid. It is their object 
and duty to keep down the rates as far as 
possible. Those salaried members of the 
Local Government Board—I do not speak 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary—sitting up there in the Castle, 
overruled the local board in almost every 
case where the decisions have been sub- 
ject of debate to-night. As stated by 
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| my hon. friend below the gangway, they 


take upon themselves to..overrule the 
decisions of the boards of guardians. To 
illustrate what I say, I refer to that little 
matter before the Lord Chief Baron. My 
recollection of it is that it was a case in 
which the magistrates ordered so much 
to be paid to the medical officer or the 
assistant who was employed during his 
month’s leave of absence. The guar- 
dians had refused to sanction the four 
weeks leave of absence, and they refused 
to pay two guineas a week, or whatever 
it was, which was incurred for the time 
that they did not sanction leave of 
absence. The Local Government Board 
sitting in Dublin at once over-ruled the 
decision of the guardians, and _ said 
they must pay, and an order accordingly 
was made that they should pay, and it 
was on that order that the question arose. 
If ever there was a Department less 
likely—I must not say less likely—but if 
ever there was a Department which ought 
to be altogether influenced by what was 
done in the county councils of the country, 
it is the Local Government Board. They 
have not the experience of the country 
themselves which is so essential. The 
Vice - President was actually born 
and bred in the © Department in 
Dublin Castle. He is the son of the 





irresponsible to any tribunal in the Empire | late respected Vice-President of the Local 
except the House of Parliament. We Government Board. Another member of 
have, of course, a President in whom we | the Board was trained in an office in 
all have the greatest confidence, and for | Dublin, another is the medical commis 
whom we have the greatest admiration, in | sioner, and the only member of the Board 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre-! who could be at all representative of 
tary. But we know that the administra- | country feeling is that distinguished gen- 
tive work of the board is not done by the | tleman from my own county of Tipperary, 
Chief Secretary. He could not do it con-| who was for many years foreman of the 
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grand jury, an_ essentially landlord 
body. I think that in every case laid 


before them they decided that the 
country tribunal was wrong. They 
appeared to assume that the country 
tribunals must necessarily be wrong. 
That is illustrated by the remarkable case 
of the doctor so clearly and forcibly put 
forward by my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for one of the Divisions of 
Dublin. I had my own attention called to 
a case that occurred lately in the Strabane 
Union, to which I will respectfully invite 
the Chief Secretary’s attention. The 
guardians of the Strabane Union passed 
aresolution that a relieving officer should 
be appointed at £40 a year, on condition 
that he should give his whole time to the 
discharge of the duties of relief officer, and 
not hold any other appointment. That 
might be a reasonable or an unreasonable 
condition, but the man was appointed on 
the faith of his giving up every other 
appointment he had. Notwithstanding 
that this man got five or six other small 
appointments which might necessarily 
more or less interfere with the discharge of 
his duties to the Strabane Union as relief 
officer. An appeal was made to the Local 
Government Board. I am not informed as 
to whether it is still pending or not. That 
is the reason why I invite the Chief Secre- 
tary’s attention to it. An extraordinary 
thing was done after this resolution was 
passed. At a subsequent meeting of the 
Strabane Board of Guardians some other 
guardians rescinded the former resolution, 
and upset all that had taken place. This 
shows how very necessary it is that in 
the interest of the ratepayers, and in that 
interest alone, the Local Government 
Board should be very careful how they 
deal with the proceedings of the boards. 
It so happens that in every case they 
have leaned on the side of extravagance. 
I don’t know any instance in which they 
have reduced the sums fixed upon by the 
local bodies. At all events I again repeat 
that I consider it is most useful that every 
year the attention of Parliament should be 
called to the operations of that Board, 
which in the existing state of the law 
has more influence upon the well-doing 
and the well-being of the people of Ire- 
land than perhaps any other Department 
in the State. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I wish to 
say a few words in regard to the working 
of the Local Government Act since it 
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came into force. There is one matter the 
county councils are aggrieved at, and that 
is the extraordinary increases of salary 
given to the assistant county surveyors. 
An assistant county surveyor had under 
the grand jury £80 per annum, and I 
am certain that body would not be behind 
the time in giving a very fitting salary to 
these gentlemen. [{Mr. GERALD BALFOUR 
indicated diesen The right hon. 
Gentleman shakes his head, but I think 
it was unnecessary to increase the salaries 
beyond £80. I hold that that amount is 
quite sufficient. I know several assistant 
county surveyors, and for two months out 
of the year not one is employed. One 
has an extensive shop, and nearly all the 
unfortunate contractors have to go there. 
Another assistant county surveyor holds 
a large farm, another surveys land, super- 
intends the erection of houses, and carries 
on a general business, aud another is 
engaged in a _ shopkeeper’s — business. 
These are all men I know, and for 
two months out of the twelve they 
are not engaged at the business of 
surveyors. The Local Government Board 
said these gentlemen were underpaid 
with £80 a year. If those salaries had 
been increased at the time of the grand 
jury, the contribution from the Treasury 
would have been greater under the Agri- 
cultural Grant, because of every penny 
expended, whether by the grand jury or 
the board of guardians, the Treasury is 
expected to contribute a share. The 
moment the people came to have the 
control of local affairs, the grievance of 
these officers, which was never seen 
before, is at once seen by the Local 
Government Board, and almost 100 per 
cent. increase is given to them. The 
salaries of a great many now are fixed at 
£150. The reason I feel so strongly upon 
this is that, as one of the county council 
to which I belong, I was anxious to give 
a sufticient increase. I moved that 
surveyors on small distance roads should 
get £100, and those on longer distance 
roads £110, that is fo say, increases of 
£20 and £30 respectively. The Local 
Government Board scouted such an idea, 
and would not hear of it, although, as I 
stated, I believed a great many county 
councils thought it was quite too great 
a salary. I thought the better way was 
to endeavour to meet the views of the 
| Local Government Board in the matter, 
and get them to agree to what I con- 
sidered was the extra amount that 


Civil Service Estimates. 








1171 Supply—- {COMMONS} 


ought to be paid to the surveyors for| At the same time, there are inspectors 
the work they had to perform. I was/that do not discriminate, and do not 
rather surprised also at the right hon. report to the Local Governmerit Board as 
Gentleman saying that he intends to; they should do. Where a board of 
amend the rule to give a month’s holiday | guardians or a county council does its 
to the medical officer. I cannot see that | duty it should not be put on a level with 
boards of guardians should be forced and | others that neglect their duty. There is 
coerced to give holidays when the people | another matter to which I wish to call the 
have the control of the whole affairs of | attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 
the country. In future all the increase | This affects a great many of the un- 
of taxes comes off the unfortunate occu- | fortunate who have to live in the work- 
piers, and a good deal of the Agricultural | houses. The right hon. Gentleman the 
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Grant will go to the increase of salaries. 
There is another matter to which I wish 
to draw the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary. I will 
not go into the details of all the counties 
of Ireland after the manner in which the 
hon. Member for East Mayo has treated 
the subject. I have one consolation, and 
that is that the Unionist members 
of the county councils are as emphatic in 
their condemnation of the Local Govern- 
ment Board as the Nationalists. As a 
guardian I have also to complain with re- 
gard to the dietary of the inmates of 
workhouses. I would be the last to say 
that the poor in workhouses should be in 
any way neglected, and in proof of that 
I have only to state that the average 
cost per inmate in the workhouse of 
which I am a guardian is higher than in 
any other board of guardians in Ireland. 
It averages about 3s. 9d. per week, 


whereas in some counties the cost is only | 
The Local Govern- | 


2s. 6d. per week. 
ment Board have put my board of 


guardians on the same terms as other | 
They feel | 
Though my board of | 
guardians is 50 per cent. higher than | 


boards that starve their poor. 
aggrieved at this. 


other unions in consequence of the way 
they support the inmates, there is not 
the slightest difference made by the 
Local Government Board, and no dis- 
crimination shown, We are placed in 
the same category, and annoyed with cir- 


| Chief Secretary admitted that children 
| who are out-nursed turn out better mem- 
| bers of society than those who are reared 
| until they are fifteen or sixteen in work- 
/houses. Here, again, this shows that the 
| Local Government Board scarcely under- 
| stand the question. If the mother ofa 
| child lives in a workhouse, that child is 

prevented from getting an opportunity of 
| being sent out and reared with small 

farmers, where it would be trained in 
| habits of industry and care, and would be 
| able to go on service when its time of six- 
teen years was up. A board of guardians 
cannot hire out a child in the case of a 
girl until she is sixteen years of age, and 
in the case of a boy until he is fourteen. 
If the mother of a girl or a boy lives ina 
workhouse until they reach these ages 
the Local Government Board give no 
power to enable the child to be out-nursed, 
though the right hon. Gentleman says 
that that kind of training is better. Why 
should a child, because its mother is lazy 
and wants to stop in the worhouse, be de- 
prived of the advantage of being out- 
nursed, and of having the industrial 
training it could get with a small farmer 
or respectable tradesman! I speak in 
the interest of the children. If a Bill 

were introduced on the subject, it would 
/pass through this House inside a week. 
| There would not be a Member on either 
| side of the House who would have the 
| slightest objection to it. 


| 


culars as much as boards of guardians | 


that have not been what I call good to 
the poor. The Local Government Board 
do not discriminate as they should do 
between boards of guardians that do 
their duty to the poor and those that do 
not attend to the matters within 
the sphere of their duties. There 
may be some boards of guardians 
that may be anxious to _ increase 
salaries, and I have known one 
case where, I am sorry to say, the Local 


Government Board would not sanction it. | duce legislation on the point. 


Mr. Daly. 


| *THeE CHAIRMAN: Matters of legisla- 
| tion cannot be discussed in Committee of 
| Supply. 

| Mr. DALY: I will not further weary 
| the House on that point. I felt that it 
_was a matter I had not an opportunity 
of raising in any other form, and that if 
_I brought it before the right hon. Gentle- 


| . ° t * 
-man he might think over it, and intro- 


It has 
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been mentioned how the county of Fer- 
managh has been treated with regard to 
salaries. In all directions in Treland, 
county councils and boards of guardians 
seem to be dissatisfied with the Local 
Government Board. The question of 
superannuation has been another very 
peculiar point in connection with boards 
of guardians. In the union where I 
happen to be a guardian we had to super- 
annuate two or three officers. The most 
extraordinary claims were put in by 
these officers. They put in claims for 
rations, servants, and apartments, and the 
guardians after carefully considering 
these matters offered what they thought 
was a reasonable sum for superannuation. 
The Local Government Board paid not 
the slightest attention, and increased the 
allowances all round. I appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to give more atten- 
tion to the demands of the district 
councils, county councils, and boards of 
guardians. My experience is that the 
boards of guardians and the county 


councils as a whole are making 
great efforts for economy, and en- 
deavouring to carry out the Local 


Government Act in a_ satisfactory 
manner, but they also feel that pensions, 
gratuities, and holidays that are given to 
officers were not given before the Act was 
passed, and that this is an attempt made 
by the Local Government Board to in- 
crease salaries so much that local bodies 
will become dissatisfied, and hon. Gentle- 
men will be able to say that expenses have 
increased in Ireland to more than they 
were under the old régime. It never was 
thought of when the ez officios were in 
power. It is only when the representa- 
tives of the people have got the power 
that they begin to give holidays that 
never were contemplated before. I am 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman has 
in some instances prevented the in- 
crease of salaries—I know that of my own 
knowledge—and I do not want to take | 
away from the right hon. Gentleman any 
credit that he is entitled to. There isa 
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point that boards of guardians feel sore | 
about, with regard to doctors taken to | 
quarter sessions and positions of that sort. | 
Let me explain how that works out. The | 
doctor has a salary going on. He is sum- 
moned as a witness and gets two guineas 
a day, travelling and hotel expenses, 
and the guardians have to appoint a 
locum tenens and pay his salary. In 
calling attention to this grievance I am 











Civil Service Estimates. 1174 


only expressing the opinion of every 
board of guardians in Ireland. It is a 
matter I know thoroughly. I would 
like the right hon. Gentleman to give 
attention to these matters, which are not 
put forward by me in condemnation of the 
Local Government Act ; I put them for- 
ward as expressing the views of the 
boards of guardians in Ireland with 
respect to the Local Government Board. 
I am sure they deserve consideration, 
whether they receive the consideration 
they deserve or not. 


*Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): When 
the Local Government Bill was under 
consideration in this House I spoke 
strongly in favour of it ; but I must con- 
fess that I was not influenced by any 
high motive ; indeed, I thought that, so 
far as I was individually concerned, I 
would receive some benefit. I thought of 
it from the point of view of a tenant 
farmer. I acted on the conviction 
that the Local Government Bili was 
framed with the honest intention 
of enabling the people to administer 
local affairs fairly and squarely. I thought 
the Bill was passed by the House for the 
purpose of regulating the taxation of the 
different classes in Ireland, but I have 
come to adopt the view of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. Ihave come to 
an opinion contrary to that which I[ 
formerly held. I remember very well 
that Mr. Davitt clearly and distinctly 
stated that the landlords’ portion would 
be deducted, and that the tenant would 
receive no benefit. That was a pro- 
phetic utterance on the part of Mr. 
Davitt. The landlords have deducted 
their full share, and the tenants are not a 
straw better than they were previous to 
the Act being passed. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary in a very 
interesting speech said that in no case 
did the Local Government Board sanction 
an increase of salary unless increased 
duties were imposed on the officers; butif he 
will takethe troubieto look hewill find that 
these increased duties are imposed on the 
officers owing to the complicated system 
adopted for ascertaining what portion 
falls on one, and what on another. For 
my part—and I think I am voicing the 
opinion of every tenant farmer—I would 
be fully prepared to forego my share of 
the Local Government grant if you would 
put the landlords in for their share, 
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While no one wants to curtail the salaries | the county council there. We have 
of the doctours—we have always advocated | in the person of the Right Hon. John 
a system of good pay for good workmen, | Young the whole county council personi- 
and we do not want the doctors to suffer | fied and embodied. The secretary 
deprivation—we cannot shut our eyes to|of the grand jury discharged the 
the fact that the Local Government Board | duties for £350 a year, and the 
never saw in times past the necessity for | county council fixed it at £800, 
holidays for the doctors or the increase of | How was the claim made up? It was 
their salaries when the landlords had to | made up by illegal charges on contracts, 
pay their share ; but the moment that, by | and by levying blackmail. It is a matter 
an Act of this House, the landlords are | beyond dispute that these illegal charges 
freed from all responsibility, the Local } made up the sum he claimed he was en- 
Government Board has been daily and | titled to. The whole official system under 
hourly piling up the agony. They have; the grand jury was a system of black- 
been proposing structural _altera-| mail, but instead of punishing them for 
tions in every workhouse in  Ire- | attempting to blackmail the people we 
land, and it is small consolation | have rewarded them and pensioned them 
to us to be told that they have not ex-|on the basis of the illegal charges levied 
ceeded the powers given to them under|on the contractors. I wish to deal with 
the Act. But when those powers were |the question of increased duties. The 
extended to them it was not expected | secretary of the grand jury discharged 
that they would in every case grant the | the duties alone. We appdinta secretary 
maximum instead of giving a fair amount. | at £800 per annum, and he has appointed 
You gave them the largest possible | two additional clerks at £200 each, bring 
margin to safeguard them in the cases that | ing up the expenditure from £350 to 
would have to be dealt with, but you | £1,200 per annum. So far as I am con. 
never dreamt that in every case they | cerned, I am not prepared to agree abso- 
would give the maximum increase without | lutely and entirely with what the 
considering the merits of the case. I wish | Attorney General said about the assist- 
to refer to the case of the county of | ants. I know that all the burden, or at 
Londonderry. Undoubtedly, while this | least the lion’s share of the burden, will 
rule applies to the case of the secretary of | fall upon the assistant surveyors, while 
the county of Londonderry, it did not|the county surveyor will pocket the 
hold good with regard to the county | salary and do avery small part of the 
surveyor. He had téndered his resigna-| work. I ask that the Government should 
tion before the Act became law, and | pay the assistant surveyors well, but 
only remained a few months until his | demand that their entire services must be 
successor was appointed. The Local | given to the county. There is no assistant 
Government Board, before another official | surveyor, so far as I am aware, gives more 
was appointed, put down their finger on | than a tithe of his time to the service of 
the proposal to fix the salary at £350. /|the county. I make that statement 
The County Council of Londonderry | seriously, and I can say for all the coun- 
fixed the salary at £350. The/|ties I am acquainted with that these 
Local Government Board intervened and | assistant surveyors have acted well, and 
said that this salary was insufficient. | deserve to be thoroughly well paid. I 
What happened ? Forty highly qualified | would not pay men increased salaries in 
engineers applied for the office at £350. | order to enable them to cultivate their 
The Local Government Board stepped in | farms or to carry on their shops with 
and declared—I speak subject tothecorrec- | greater success. If they are to be treated 
tion of the Attorney General—and fixed | as civil servants and pensioned, the Civil 
the salary at £600. “The proof of the | Service rules should apply to the case, and 
pudding is in the eating.” If the salary | they should be compelled to give all their 
of £350 fixed by the county council was |time to the offices. Do the ordinary 
insufficient, why did forty men come | (jyi] Service rules apply to them ? 
forward and apply for the situation ? | 

There is another point. Take the} y " a 

county Antrim, which I do not care | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No. 

to mention. The county Antrim has { 

one man instead of a council. I am | *Mr. PINKERTON ; And they will not 
ashamed to think of the action of | be pensioned 4 


Mr. Pinkerton, ' 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I should not 
like to answer that question off hand. 


*Mr. PINKERTON : The question was 
decided by the Local Government Board 
in the case of the rate collector. The rate 
collector held an annual appointment, and 
he was a removable in every sense of the 
term. He was hired, I might say, by the 
day, but the Local Government Board 
authorised or compelled the local boards 
to pension off all those men. My point 
is that the Local Government Board seem 
never to be able to differentiate between 
a just and unjust case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Act 
simply lays down the scale. 


*Mr. PINKERTON: The right hon. 
Gentleman goes so far as to say that a 
man who had served the division for 
twenty years did not occupy a better 
position than a man who had served but 
two weeks. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board cannot depart from 
the scale laid down in the Act. 


*Mr. PINKERTON : That is dealing 
with the question of pensions. But 
suppose the local authority decide to 
employ that man as rate collector still, 
the power is absolutely taken out of their 
hands. The Act was framed with the 
intention of safeguarding the interests of 
existing officials, and I sympathise with 
the motive of the framers in so doing, 
because I should be very sorry to see any 
cases of injustice occur. But at the same 
time I believe the framers of the Act 
intended that there should be a certain 
amount of elasticity in the hands of the 
Local Government Board, so as to differen- 
tiate between deserving and undeserving 
cases, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is no 
such power in the Act ; we are bound to 
go by the seale. 


*Mr. PINKERTON : It has been said 
that it is better to be a doorkeeper in the 
House of the Lord, but in the light of 
recent events it is better to be a rate 
collector or a poor law official. Every- 
thing good has now been handed over to 


194 May 1900} 











Civil Service Estimates. 1178 


the officials, and they may look forward 
to spending the remainder of their days 
in ease and comfort. What I find fault 
with is that the poorest class of the com- 
munity, upon whom the entire burden 
and responsibility fall, have not been pro- 
tected or safeguarded either by the Act 
of Parliament or by the action of the 
Local Government Board. The right 
hon. Gentleman said he had an earnest 
desire to see the Act carried out with 
great success. We all understand that, 
but no man ever holds the occupants of 
the Treasury Bench responsible for the 
action of the Departments. Behind the 
temporary official is the permanent offi- 
cial. If all these matters were left in the 
hands of the Chief Secretary, and he had 
time to attend to them, we know that 
they would be dealt with in a fair and 
reasonable manner. But behind the right 
hon. Gentleman is a wall of permanent 
officials which he cannot break through. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
know what the hon. Member means by 
“ breaking down a wall,” but there have 
been precedents set for the action of the 
Local Government Board, and my de- 
cisions have tallied with those precedents. 


*Mr. PINKERTON: Take the action 
of the poor law inspectors with regard to 
the dietary of different workhouses. That 
is a case where no provision has been 
made, and yet these officials have suffered 
from an undue expansion of heart since 
the Act was passed. When half the 
burden fell upon the landlords they were 
very economical indeed, but even in anti- 
cipation of the passing of this Act every 
poor law inspector in Ireland came for- 
ward with some silly revolutionary pro- 
posal to turn houses upside down and 
add to the sum total of the expense. I 
really am sorry that the Act has been 
framed in such a way as to leave a very 
responsible power to men who have 
shown clearly and conclusively that they 
are not fit to discharge in a fair and im- 
partial manner the duties devolving upon 
them. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, N.): I do not 
intend to trespass very much upon the 
attention of the House, and perhaps I 
should not have spoken at all but for the 
fact that I have been connected for some 
years with various public bodies in 
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Ireland, and I feel very strongly upon 
this particular point. My opinion is that 
the Local Government Board, as at 
present constituted, is totally unsuited for 
the supervision of the various governing 
public bodies in Ireland, more especially 
at the present time, when we have such 
a complicated system of local government. 
Under the old order of things boards of 
guardians and other local bodies found 
that instead of getting assistance from the 
Local Government Board they got nothing 
but obstruction and red tape. That is my 
experience after ten years service as a 
poor law guardian. Iam at present the 
chairman of a county council and a board 
of guardians, and I consider that the 
Local Government Board, as at present 
constituted, is utterly unfitted for the 
task of supervising the local government 
of Ireland. I do not wish to trouble the 
House with any facts or figures, neither 
do I wish to give the Committee any 
instance of dereliction of duty on the 
art of the Local Government Board. 
ome time ago the board of guardians 
of which I have the honour to be chair- 
man carefully considered the question of 
union amalgamation. Under a clause in 
the Local Government Act a number of 
unions can be amalgamated with a view 
of having some of the existing work- 
houses turned into auxiliary asylums for 
the care of harmless lunatics who are at 
resent confined in union workhouses. 
Ve considered that it would be most 
useful to carry out this scheme of union 
amalgamation, because it would have 
ensured better accommodation and better 
facilities for the care of these unfortunate 
harmless lunatics, and not only this, but 
we should have been able to secure the 
capitation grant. We passed a resolution 
asking the Local Government Board to 
allow us to utilise a portion of an existing 
workhouse for this special purpose by 
having it converted into an auxiliary 
lunatic asylum, and although the pro- 
position was in every sense a fair and 
reasonakle one the Local Government 
Board refused to sanction the scheme. I 
know of one workhouse which was built 
to accommodate 900 paupers, but the 
average number there isoaly 100. There- 
fore, in the ordinary course of things, you 
would naturally expect that a workhouse 
originally built to accommodate 900 
paupers should at least afford additional 
accommodation for 150 harmless lunatics. 
From the very fact that the part which it 


Mr. O’ Dowd. 
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was proposed to set aside for the accom- 
modation of these lunatics was part and 
parcel of an existing workhouse, and 
because the building was not given up 
altogether for an auxiliary asylum, the 
a Government Board refused to allow 
this, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that this was not a matter for the 
Local Government Board, and that the 
county council had power to deal with it. 


Mr. O’DOWD: That is most impor- 
tant. There is another point I wish to 
raise. We held a special meeting of our 
board of guardians. So important was 
this question considered by the people 
generally that we convened a_ special 
meeting for the purpose: of considering 
this particular matter, and there was one 
point we desired information upon which 
the Act of Parliament, or our own law 
advisers, did not supply. We applied to 
the Local Government Board and we told 
them we had a special meeting convened 
to consider this point, and we requested 
their immediate attention to this matter, 
and asked them to give an answer in 
time for our next meeting. So busily 
were they engaged that they did not 
reply to our communication until a week 
after, and then their answer was most 
vague and unsatisfactory. On_ these 
general grounds I consider that the Local 
Government Board, as at present con- 
stituted, is incapable of managing or 
supervising our system of local govern- 
ment in Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): I 
have no desire to detain the House upon 
ground which has already been gone 
over, but there are two or three matters to 
which I desire to call the attention of the 
House. It will be within the recollection 
of Members of the House that when the 
Local Government Act was under dis- 
cussion it was predicted by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that to give local govern- 
ment to Ireland was a very dangerous 
thing todo, on the ground that the county 
councils, the rural district councils, and 
the urban district councils would be most 
extravagant in their administration. But 
what is the experience we have gained 





during the very short time the Local 
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Government Act has been in operation ? 
I would ask the particular attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman on the Treasury 
Bench to the fact that the extravagance 
has not emanated from the representa- 
tives of the people, but from those who 
represent the Local Government Board. 
I do not wish to enter into the details of 
any particular case, for the House is 
weary with listening to cases which have 
already been cited by various hon. Mem- 
bers. As a member of the General 
Council of the County Councils Associa- 
tion of Ireland I may say that we have 
had under consideration several extra- 
ordinary cases in regard to the manner in 
which salaries have been increased by the 
Local Government Board against the 
wishes of the local bodies who employ 
those officials. I will not go into any 
long discussion about that point, for you 
have had cases enough already, but I will 
just give very shortly one instance. I 
allude to the case of a rate collector in 
my own county. This official was quite 
willing last year to accept the salary 
fixed upon, but this year he refused to 
accept the salary he had hitherto enjoyed 
until he had appealed to the Local 
Government Board. Now what does 
this mean? It simply means that, 
instead of these officers being the em- 
ployees of the representatives of the 
people, they ignore’ their em- 
ployers absolutely—whether they are 


county councils, district councils, or 
rural district councils — they abso- 
lutely ignore those representatives 


who have been elected to carry on the 
business of the county, and they go to 
the Local Government Board. What is 
the experience of the men who have 
studied this question all over Ireland ? 


My experience in regard to these councils | 


in Ireland is that very few of them have 
shown any tendency to get rid of their 
old officials ; but, on the contrary, their 
desire has been to keep on these officials 
if they possibly could, because they are 
acquainted with the routine of the busi- 
ness. Therefore, it is an extraordinary 
thing that these officials should be in- 
stilled with the notion that instead of 
being directly employed by the repre- 
sentatives of the people they are em- 
ployed by the Local Government Board. 
I consider that in these matters public 
opinion should be consulted, and that the 
elected councils are the only real repre- 
sentatives of that public opinion. There- 

VOL. LXXXUI. [Fourtrn Serrirs.] 
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fore, I say that the system adopted up to 
the present is not at all satisfactory for 
the carrying on of public business. I 
would like to press this point upon the 
Committee. The elected councils are 
responsible to their constituents, and 
therefore they endeavour to carry out the 
business of the county as economically as 
possible ; but the Local Government Board 
are responsible to nobody so far as I can 
see. [An Hon. MEMBER: They are 
responsible to Parliament.] Yes; but 
what chance have we of criticising them 
here? We have the opportunity of 
putting questions, and we have also an 
opportunity on the Estimates, but when it 
comes to the point the Local Government 
Board are absolutely beyond the control 
even of this House of Commons, because 
that Board consists of nominated officials 
who possess very considerable power. I 
said at a meeting of a board at Blackrock 
yesterday that, as far as we are concerned 
in Ireland with respect to local govern- 
ment, we have in the Local Government 
Board an Irish House of Lords who are 
not elected, who are not representative 
of the people, and who are responsible to 
nobody in relation to the local govern- 
ment of Ireland, but who have a power of 
veto over all our actions. I do not think 
that, if the Government want this Local 
Government Act to work smoothly, they 
will achieve that object by the policy 
which is now being pursued. In a great 
many cases there is no appeal from the 
decision of the Local Government Board. 
That being so I think some remedy 
should be provided at once. In a recent 
debate which took place in regard to the 
federation of the Australian States, this 
question of the right of appeal was looked 
upon as —-— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind the 
hon. Member, and I am sure he will 
appreciate the point, that questions in- 
volving legislation cannot be raised upon 
this Vote. 


Mr. FIELD: Most of the hon. 
Members who preceded me spoke as poor 
law guardians, county councillors, and 
rural district councillors, and I think if I 
do the same it will be to the point. I 
intend to refer principally to the urban 
district councils, and I will give my 
reasons. The ratepayers who live in the 
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agricultural districts have received some 
kind of consideration by reason of the 
agricultural grant, but the unfortunate 
ratepayers living in the urban district 
council areas have no such grant. The 
result is that those who live in the urban 
districts are, financially, in a worse posi- 
tion than those in the country districts. 
To acertain extent taxation is reduced 
in the agricultural areas, but it is not 
reduced in the urban districts at all, and 
what with the increasing demands for 
education, sanitation, and other local im- 
provements, if the expenses of local 
government increase as they are doing, it 
will be difficult for the ratepayers to 
meet all the demands which are made 
upon them in the urban districts. I will 
just give one example of how the Local 
Government Board treated us in Black- 
rock. I mention this as an example of 
how things are manipulated by the 
Local Government Board. In Kingstown 
an inquiry was held as to the necessity 
of establishing a hospital for infectious 
diseases. The principal evidence given 
at that inquiry was tendered by medical 
men, and there is a strong feeling in 
Kingstown and Blackrock upon this 
question. In Blackrock we opposed the 
erection of this hospital on the ground of 
expense, and on the ground that for sanita- 
tion purposes it was unnecessary. We 
further submitted that if it was necessary 
it should not be placed in either the urban 
district of Blackrock or Kingstown, and 
we submitted that it should be placed out 
of the range of the east winds, and out- 
side the thickly populated districts, and 
put in a more suitable position. Doctor 
Flynn reported favourably, but the 
greater part of the evidence was given by 
doctors. Doctors being professional men, 
they generally look at things from a 
different point of view to that of the rate- 
payers. We have no objection to this 
hospital being erected in a proper place if 
it is managed economically. I proposed 
2 resolution at the board meeting at 
Blackrock yesterday that we file a peti- 
tion against this Provisional Order, and 
my proposal was unanimously adopted. 
My notion of how these things should be 
carried out is that when there is a differ- 
ence of opinion there ought to be some 
kind of consultation between the Local 
Government Board and the local autho- 
rity. Iwant the Attorney General and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary to understand that, as I sup- 


Mr. Field. 
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ported this Local Government Act when 
it was before this House, I wish to see it 
carried into operation smoothly and with- 
out friction if possible. But surely, if the 
Local Government Board accepts the 
dictum of its own officers without con- 
sulting in any way the locality which is 
interested, this object can never be 
achieved. 


Mr. G. W. 
an inquiry. 


BALFOUR: 


There was. 


Mr. FIELD: But if there was an in- 
quiry, there was a considerable difference 
of opinion, and the local authority was 
not consulted about it. I submit respect- 
fully that when men are to be called 
upon to pay for a thing they ought 
to be consulted. There is no doubt that 
the people of Blackrock are entirely 
opposed to this proposal, but I will not 
delay the House further upon this 
point. As one who voted for this Local 
Gsovernment Act, I desire to see it carried 
out without friction and without too 
much intervention on the part of the 
Local Government Board. As I said 
before, the men who man the Local 
Government Board in Ireland are neither 
elected nor representative, and there is 
no appeal from their decision. They are 
practically the House of Lords in Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite has 
accepted all responsibility for what the 
Local Government Board has done, and 
I extend to him my sympathy in the 
position which he has taken up. 
I know the right hon. Gentleman wishes 
the Act to be carried out as well as pos- 
sible, but if he accepts responsibility for 
the actions of the Local Government 
Board he will be subject to much more 
criticism in the future than in the past. 
We want it to be understood that we are 
not going to allow the Local Government 
Board to override the elected representa- 
tives of the people in matters in which 
they are supported by public opinion. 
We wish to have the Local Government 
Act administered in such a way that it 
will win the confidence of the people, and 
certainly, in my opinion, and, I am sure, 
in the opinion of Irish Members generally, 
it is not by coming into friction with 
local representatives that you are going 
to popularise the Act. 1 hope the few 
observations I have made will merit the 
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attention of the right hon. Gentleman, | vessel, and threw me over. The right 
because they are made in no spirit of hon. Gentleman has told us that the 
hostility to the Local Government Board. whole question as between assistant 
On the contrary, I wish to harmonise the county surveyors and the public bodies 
working of the Local Government Act can be settled by arrangement, and that 
with the wishes of the people, so that we if it were settled by arrangement the 
may give an example that Ireland is Local Government Board would not inter- 
quite “capable of carrying on her own|fere. What I say is this—that the 
(sovernment. officials have refused to agree to any 

| settlement offered by the local bodies. For 
*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- instance, the clerk of my union was offered 
a ea ga iin tack chews. 1 increased salary, but he would not take 
fast, yi ope the few ovserva- it. He was asked what increased salary 
tions I have to. make will not give | he would take, and he would not say. I 
offence to hon. Gentlemen opposite. The | want to know how can you make an 
matter I desire to mention is not a/| arrangement with such an official as that ? 
grievance against the Local Government The officials of Ireland agreed among 
Board, but “against the Donegal County themselves not to accept an arrangement 
Council. I have been asked to ventilate | from the local bodies because they had a 
a grievance under which the barony | sympathetic body at headquarters. The 
constables and collectors under the grand County Council of Tyrone fixed salaries for 


jury suffer. They wish me to caitlin | the assistant county surveyors at increased 
from the Chief Secretary the reason of | rates. The Local Government Board in 


the delay in the payment to them of due time sent a communication acknow- 
compensation. The compensation was |ledging the fixing of the salaries and 
fixed by the county council in November, Sanctioning them. The assistant county 
1899, but it has not yet been paid. ye surveyors afterwards refused to accept the 
informed that the secretary of the Donegal | Salaries, and refused to make any arrange- 
County Council has received a letter | ment at all, because they knew they would 
threatening legal proceedings. My com- getbetter terms from thecentral authority. 
plaint is a variation from the other | I maintain that the action of the Local 
° ° = ign i e a 
complaints which have been made during | Government Board is conducive to insub- 
this debate, and I hope that the grievance | Ordination on the part of officials in Ire- 


which presses on the barony constables land. It is not a question whether an 
and collectors will be removed. official should get £100 or £150 a year, or 


whether he should get two or four weeks 
Mr. MURNAGHAN: The Chief Secre-  Y2¢ation. It is a question whether the 

ni hy z Se ae ... | local authorities are to be masters or not. 
tary has stated that all the irregularities | That is the principle we are fighting for, 
which have been complained of have and [ hope that no public body in Ireland 
arisen owing to the Act of 1898, but I | will be mean-spirited enough to allow 
would wish to point out that the right | themselves to be over-ridden by a body 
hon. Gentleman himself is the father of of four well-paid officials, sitting in the 
that Act, and that the features of the | Custom House in Dublin, who know 


hj 4 i e bags St nothing about local affairs, and do not 
child often reflect the features of the contribute to the cost of local admini- 


parent, and that he is responsible for stration. 
the shortcomings of the Act. I think 


that the real cause of the difficulty | 4 siaisata lia 
which has arisen is to be attributed to Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON asked 


the unfortunate hour when the right hon. if the hon. Member should not address 
Gentleman listened to the blandish- | the Chair. 

ments of the Unionist Members and 
sanctioned provisions for existing’ Mr. MURNAGHAN: I think it is 
officials which have caused a very | not proper for the hon. Member to inter- 


meavy burden to be placed on the rate- /rupt me. I am speaking the views of my 
payers of Ireland. It was in that evil . ; 
hour that the injury y was done. I tried | Constituents, and I am at least entitled to 


at the time to resist it, but the right hon, | half an hour of the time of the Com- 
Gentleman looked upon me as a weak | mittee. I must be approved of in my 
eee 
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own constituency, or I would not be | beenan increase from £1,053 to £2,026 in 
elected to such a number of representative | the half-year. In 1897 the average rate. was 
at Pi | 2s. 11d. in the &, it is now 3s. 8d. in the £, 

and the prospect is that next year it will 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I had be 4s, That means that our expenditure 
no intention whatever of reflecting on the | has increased by about 333 per cent. since 
hon. Gentleman, or of interfering with | 1897 . What will the people think ? They 
his freedom of speech, but I thought he | will naturally think that the increase has 


should address the Chair and not the | been brought about by the new order of 
Chief Secretarv. | things, and that the county councils are the 


i. quonns for Sa extravagance 
: 'and high expenditure. We want to brin 
*THE CHAIRMAN: It appeared to me | the spite down to what we cone 
the hon. Member was addressing the 4 reasonable level. I believe that tie 
Chair. ; | present expenditure is not a reasonable 
| but an extravagant expenditure. I believe 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: I will pass! that owing to the rules and regulations 
from that point. The right hon. Gentle-} made by the Local Government Board 
man said that the local authorities should certain accounts have now to be kept 
have made arrangements with the officials, | of a roundabout character, requiring un- 
but I hope he will remember the case of | necessary work, and that, of course, 
Tyrone. means expenditure. Then, again, as 
regards printing; the Local Govern- 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not re- | ment Board sent down a rule that notice 
member what happened in the case of of intention. to strike a rate should be 
Tyrone, but from what the hon. Member published in the local press, and then that 
has just said it would appear to me that notice that the rate had been struck 
the county council must have submitted | should also be published, and so the duties 


as an arrangement what was really no are multiplied. Things have now got to 
arrangement at all . such a point that something must be 


done to restrain the Board’s powers. We 
want to get at the trouble so as to apply 
a remedy ; we want good, clean, honest 
government, and we believe that the Local 
Government Board are not helping us 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Oh, yes; a to make the system a success. We be- 
great many have been made. lieve that if the Board were constituted 
differently and if it consisted of men in 

Mr. DALY: Has there been any case whom the people had confidence, whose 


in which an arrangement has been made | views were more in harmony with the 
with an assistant surveyor ¢ | spirit of the Act, favourable consideration 


| would be given to the points that I have 


. . p 'mentioned. We all recognise the need 
Mr. MURNAGHAN : I will pass from 'of a central authority to guide, urge, or 


that point to another. The Chief Secre-| restrain, as the case may be, though I 
tary held out the hope to the Committee must say that the only good thing the 
that the increase in the expenditure was | Local Government Board ever did in my 
only a temporary matter, and that it was | constituency was to insist upon the 
not likely that in future the expenditure , building of some labourers’ cottages 
would be as great as it was last year. I when the Guardians refused to put the 


i : Labourers Act in force. With regard to 
am very sorry to say that the right hon. | dispensary doctors, one of the doctors of 


Gentleman’s figures are very different | our dispensary recently went away on 
from the figures I have got affecting the|a holiday, and while he was away 
county of Tyrone. I find that during the | his coat was stolen out of the hotel. 
present half year the expenditure has al-| The thief was discovered, and _ the 
ready gone up enormously. Salaries have | police authorities requested the atten- 
increased from £1,576 to £2,295, printing | dance of the doctor as a witness. He 
has increased by many hundreds, and under | now wants the board of guardians to pay 
thehead of “Other expenditure ” therehas | a substitute for him while he is away 


Mr. Murnaghan. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: But no local 
arrangement could have been made. 
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looking after his own private business, {have a nominated authority sitting in 
although he will be paid £2 2s. a day | Dublin sending down circulars ordering 
and his expenses. The Omagh Guardians | the local bodies to do this, that, and the 
decline to pay a substitute, and I will} other thing. That is not local govern- 
watch with interest the action of the | ment; that is autocratic insolence. We 
Local Government Board on this ques-| are trying to do what we can for our 
tion. By the public spirit they have | districts; our services are unpaid, but 
displayed the Antrim Board of Guardians | these men are paid for the duties they 
have earned the gratitude of the country | perform. If this course of conduct 
for having elicited from the Chief Baron |is continued, you will have insubor- 
an interpretation of the law as regards the | dination in official circles throughout 
rights of local bodies. I will quote part of | Ireland. Already these officials ridicule 
the decision of the Chief Baron, although | and sneer at a district councillor because, 
the right hon. Gentleman told us in a! perhaps, his grammar is not just what it 
haughty spirit that he was going torevise | ought to be. These district councillors 
the rule so that courts of law would not | did not, however, have the advantage of a 
inconvenience the Local Government | college education, because they would 
Board—— | not, in violation of principle, attend the 
Queen’s Colleges. We are debarred the 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer was here suc-| benefit of receiving a higher education ; 
ceeded by Mr. ARTHUR O’ConNoR in the | and by your law you give one particular 
Chair. | : section of the community all the advan- 
_ tages of that higher education. Therefore 
The Chief Paron says, “The guardians | it does not lie in the mouths of dispensary 
must have authority, in order to make | doctors or men of university education to 
the rule legal, to approve or disapprove.” | sneer at and cast ridicule upon the honest 
The Local Government Board cannot yet men of Ireland who are trying to do 
make laws in Dublin, and it must still their duty, and who for conscience sake 
come to this House for them. I want to stand on a lower educational level than the 
know whether the Local Government | placemen they employ. I believe that 
Board, in face of that decision—given by | the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Sec- 
one of the highest authorities in juris-| retary is really honest in his endeavours 
prudence in the kingdom, and by a man | to improve the condition of our people ; 
of such legalattainments that he is admired I give him full eredit for it ; but he has 
by all on these benches, though perhaps we | evil advisers. What I fight for here is 
do not admire other things in regard to| the right of these local bodies to do 
him—will continue to pursue their present | their work in their own way, and to 
policy. I hope the right hon. Gentleman | have that control over their own officials 
will in future spare local bodies being | which is necessary for the efficient per- 
placed in the position of being mere formance of their duty and the good 
registers of the will of his Board, which management of public affairs. 
evidently sighs for the old days and the | 
ob eso and begrudges the people the, \f{p, SWIFT MacNEILL said he 
sea ged Ress ‘on local affairs. was sure that the right hon. Gentle- 
very considerable experience in) : ‘ ie 
the administration of local affairs, as 1) ™@" ™ ould have found the Loca 
sit on nearly every public body in the | Government Act in Ireland a much 
county of Tyrone, and I think it is my | greater success if he had listened to the 
duty to bring these views before the advice of the hon. Gentleman who had 
Committee, in order that we may get some | just sat down, and others like him, 
information from the right hon. Gentle- | instead of to Mr. Bagwell, who is such an 
man. It is not a question whether doctors | influential member of the Local Govern- 
should get two weeks or four weeks) ment Board. It occurred to him that 
holiday, but whether the authorities | the Chief Secretary looked like aman who 
should in every case be able to determine | said that things would be better left un- 


the length of time as well as the emolu-| settled. Perhaps he said to himself, 
ments their officials receive. That is the | “ Dear me, I wish I had never made that 
principle of local government, and it is, speech at Leeds, in which I declared 
the first point for which we fight. It is | that local government in Ireland 
not a principle of local government to | would knock the bottom out of 
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Home Rule.” It seemed to  him| asked for impossibilities got half impossi- 
that Mr. Bagwell had been put into the | bilities they would never be satisfied.” 
Local Government Board to destroy the The people of Ireland would never be 
effect of the concession of local govern- | satisfied if Mr. Bagwell got £1,100 a 
ment in Ireland by creating evil passions | year to administer an Act which he 
between the county councils and the declared was the worst ever drawn. He 
Local Government Board, and to place | did not expect to see Mr. Bagwell on 
on every county council a small band of | the Treasury Bench, but he hoped they 
men under Castle influence. He was| would get rid of him in the House of 
delighted to place on the records of the Lords. Mr. Bagwell was the gentleman who 
House of Commons the immortal | was the chief adviser to the Local Govern- 
eloquence of Mr. Bagwell delivered to | ment Board on the Local Government 
the Royal Irish Land Agents’ Association. | Act, and who was the direct cause of all 
A formal objection might be taken to his | the friction which existed between the 
quotation of Mr. Bagwell’s speech, inas- | Local Government Board and the county 
much as it occurred last year instead of | councils. He recollected as well as if it 
this; but he wished to show that Mr. | Were yesterday all the allegations which 
Bagwell was not a gentleman to whom | were made against the introduction of 
£1,100 a year of the public money ought | the Local Government Act from the other 
to be paid. side of the House—allegations of gross 
extravagance and petty peculations, 
| Since this debate began he had received 
Gentleman refers to the answer I gave | D ae y 5! : og ioe a o 
to a question on this subject, he will find | ae he’ I al G : BA. se Pres 
that Mr. Bagwell expressed the view that | I oe 23 ne 2008. : wag ernment Act, 
idhddity-ney anieested Mid ak canvas |< that resolution it was stated that the 
ashy eae ee tv council, having had a_ year’s 
represent what he said.* frtace Mpptte "a 
experience of the work of local govern- 
Soe al _|ment, found that the expenditure on 
Mr. DILLON said that the salary of loans and poor law relief remained much 
Mr. Bagwell was part of the Vote the as it was in a standard year, but that the 
Committee was now discussing, and the | amount levied by the rates for all 
question was whether Mr. Bagwell is a purposes, had risen from £33,000 to 
fit and proper person to administer the | £59,500 for the last year, notwith- 
law. They had never had an opportunity standing the receipt of the Agricultural 
of discussing that before. Grant of £21,000. They were forced 
to ascribe the increase of expendi- 
THE CHAIRMAN: I remember very ture purely to the cost of adminis- 
well the discussion of last year, and the | tration of the Act, and this serious state 
speech to which reference has been made, Of affairs had largely arisen from the 
It is getting a little old now; but the direct action of the Local Government 
hon. Gentleman is entitled to criticise | Board. They called upon the House to 
Mr. Bagwell, and if he likes he can go assist in providing a remedy ; and they 
back on his speeches made two or three suggested that the cost of bookkeeping, 
years ago. rate collecting, printing and other con- 
tracts might be all largely reduced. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL promised Besides, there was the question of the 
that he would not be tedious. On expenditure on _ workhouses. There 
the 2st April, 1899, Mr. Bagwell made | We"® , eight workhouses in Donegal, 
a speech to the Royal Irish Land Agents’ capable ot accommodating 4,000 inmates, 
Association, in which he said— while at the present time there were only 
541 paupers. Of course Mr. Bagwell, 

“He had been called in to administer an | who was so anxious to raise the salaries 
Act of Parliament [the Local Government Act | of secretaries and surveyors, would never 


of 1898], which of all Acts of Parliament ever F : 
drawn was the worst. The Land Act of 1896 | dream of reducing expenditure of that 
was pretty bad, but the Act of 1898 would | kind. There would be no friction then, 


puzzle anybody, and so long as the people who | and none of that tin-pot Local Govern- 
—__—_—_______—_—________| ment Board, gingerbread local aristo- 
* Refer to The Parliamentary Debates | cracy. The whole thing would never g0; 


[Fourth Series}, Vol. lxx., page 385. | and the bottom would never be knocked 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. ; 





Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
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out of Home ‘Rule under such circum- 


stances. But there was another and even 


a greater than Mr. Bagwell—that very | 
‘and have 


great man the Duke of Abercorn, Chair- 


man of the Tyrone County Council, who | 


stood in the way of reform. The case of 
Dr. Cullen illustrated all the worst quali- 
ties of the system by which a semblance 
of representative government was given 
to Ireland, but which was thwarted at 
every turn. Dr. Flynn was an old friend 
in all local government transactions. He 


very well remembered in years past when | 


Dr. Flynn was sent down by the Govern- 
ment to inquire into the distress in 
Donegal, and when he described the 


deserts of Donegal as gardens of 
Eden, or like the deserts of which 


Isaiah sang as blossoming like the rose. 
Of course, Dr. Flynn would administer 
justice with his eye fixed on his master, 
Mr. Bagwell. On all these grounds he 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary would in future trust the 
people of Ireland more. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I would not have intervened at 
all, but that I have received from many 
local authorities in the county I repre- 
sent representations complaining of 
what is considered to be the unneces- 
sary and irritating interference of the 
Local Government Board with the work- 
ing of the Local Government Act in 
Ireland. It was said that that Act was to 


be a substitute for Home Rule, and that | 


the working of it would have the effect 
of cooling the demand for Home Rule in 
Ireland. I do not know whether that 
was the object of the right hon. Gentle- 


man who succeeded in passing the Act ; | 


but if it were, it has signally failed. The 
Local Government Act has been in opera- 
tion for about a year, and if it has done 
anything at all in regard to Home Rule, 
it has undoubtedly proved the strongest 
possible argument for Home Rule. It 
has shown from one end of Ireland to 
the other the capacity of Irish people for 
self-government, and, apart from the com- 
plaints in regard to the interference of 
the Local Government Board, it must be 
admitted by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite that the Act has been worked 
with wonderful success, considering the 
absolute inexperience of the people of 
everything in the shape of local govern 
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I have attended many meetings of the 
county council in my own constituency, 
been immensely impressed 
with the businesslike capacity shown hy 
the members of the council, and by their 
high character and qualifications. I have 
left the room feeling certain that no 
county council, either in England or Scot- 
land, could have surpassed that of county 
Clare in their capacity for work, and 
their strong desire to do the work 
in the best possible way. The same 
may be said with equal truth of 
county councils throughont 
the length and breadth of Ireland. Our 
people entered on the work of local 
government greatly handicapped, because 
they had been subjected for so long to a 


'system which deprived the great mass 


of the people of Ireland of having any 
share whatever in the work of local 
government. Although confronted with 
the enormous intricacies of the Act, they 
had set themselves to perform their duty, 
as representative local public men, in a 
way that confers the greatest honour 
upon them, and which proves beyond 
yea or nay, that the mass of the Irish 
people, if left to themselves, have a great 
capacity and desire to administer their 
local affairs as honestly as the men in this 
country or in Scotland. In certain par- 
ticulars the Local Government Act has 
not worked out well. It has been pointed 
out by some who criticise anything 
Irish that the Act has not been carried 
out in as admirable a manner as the 
Government appeared to expect. I 
am bound to say that in any instance 
where there seemed to be confusion, and 
where the local bodies left themselves 
open to criticism in any degree, the fault 
has been not with the people, but with 
the meddlesome interference of the Local 
Government Board. I do not deny 
that there ought to be some central 
authority in Ireland to whom county 
councils and other public bodies could 
appeal in cases of difficulty; but the 


great disadvantage of the Local 
Government Board as a_ central 


authority is, that it is absolutely un- 
representative of the people. It is an 
authority in which the people have not the 
slightest confidence. We hear in these 


‘times rumours of reforms in Ireland ; but 


I would suggest that the people should 
be given a broad measure of self-govern- 
ment. If you trust the people to that 
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extent, why not substitute for the Local 
Government Board a central authority 
which would be representative of the 
people, and elected by the people, and to 
which they could appeal with absolute 
confidence that it would deal out impartial 
justice in every respect ? It appears to 
me absurd that these representative 
councils should be controlled by a non- 
representative body in which they have 
no confidence and over which they have 
no power. If instead of this purely nomi- 
nated and unrepresentative Local Govern- 
ment Board the people of Ireland were 


allowed themselves to elect a central | 


representative body, they would carry out 


the work of local government infinitely | 


better, and such a course would, in a 
very short time, put an end to all 
these differences which have arisen. 


in the complaints which have been made 


in this debate with regard to the Local | 
/or any member of the Government, to 


Government Board many Unionists have 
joined as well as Irish Nationalists. I 
have represented for seven years a portion 
of the county of Fermanagh, and, as the 
hon. Member for East Mayo has pointed 


out, one of the councils which has ex- | 


pressed the strongest disapprobation of 
the interference of the Local Govern- 


ment Board is the Council of Fer- 
managh, in which the majority is 
composed not of Nationalists, but of 


Unionists. They have protested against 
the interference of the Local Government 


Board just as much as the councils repre- | 
senting purely Nationalist districts in | 
I am perfectly | 


other parts of Ireland. 
certain that if the Chief Secretary or the 
Attorney General will take the trouble 


to inquire, they will find that there is just | 


as much dissatisfaction expressed in the 
districts in the north of Ireland at the 


interference, from time to time, of the | 


Local Government Board with the county 
councils, as there is in the south of Ireland. 
I ventured to prophesy when this Bill was 
introduced that the Irish people would 
falsify the conviction that they were 
unfit for the control given them under 
the Local Government Act. It was said 
that they would be extravagant, and that 


all sorts of jobbery would prevail. It was | 
that view ; but in this Act, as in every 


contended that these councils would select 
men unfit for official positions, and would 
appoint their own friends ; that capacity 
would not be taken into consideration, 
and that wholesale jobbery would be the 
result. 


Mr. Wiiliam Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


Hon. | 


Members opposite should remember that | 


| men to do the work. 


That prediction has been com- 
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| pletely falsified, and as far as extraya- 
| gance goes, whatever extravagance there 
| has been under this Act is altogether to 
| be laid at the door of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. It is a monstrous thing 
that when a_ local council with 
| all the facts before it and all the local 
| considerations of the work to be done, 
| arrives at a decision as to what is a fair 
_and proper sum to pay its officers for the 
| discharge of the duties which they are 
| called upon to perform, the officials 
| from Dublin Castle should come down and 
override that decision by increasing the 
salaries of the officers to an enormous 
extent. Whatever extravagance there 
has been in the administration of this 
Act is not to be attributed to the action of 
the local councils but solely to the action 
of the Local Government Board in inter- 
fering. With regard to the charge of 
jobbery, I challenge tke right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Lreland, 


show that the local boards have not 
appointed under this Act the best possible 
That has been the 
one consideration which has had influence 
with these local bodies, and whether we 
are able to influence the Government to 
reconsider the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board or not, there is one thing 
that we are able to state here without any 
fear of contradiction, and it is that, in the 
performance of their administrative duties 
the local councils in Ireland have been 
quite up to the standard—if they have 
not exceeded that standard—which is 
set by the administration of county 
councils in this country and in Scotland. 
It is rather a discouraging thing to Irish 
Members to find that all through this 
century anything that has been given to 
Ireland has been given in a grudging 
spirit. No doubt local government is a 
_ great boon to the Irish people, and I do 
not altogether agree with my hon. friend 
who spoke last in deprecating the passing 
of the Local Government Act. I think 
that Act, if the representatives of the 
people were allowed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board to work it, would be an 
immense boon to the people generally. 
At the time the Act was passed I held 


reform given to Ireland ever since the 
Irish Parliament was destroyed, there is a 
drawback, and there always is a draw- 
back. You make up your mind that the 
Irish people shall be trusted with more 
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power, and you give them something in | satisfaction to us to find that he has been 
the right direction, but all the time you | so completely restored to health. Besides. 
seem determined to keep the whip hand | this, the Government have recently been 
over the Irish people. You cannot make | deprived of the services of their chief law 
up your mind to trust them thoroughly, | adviser. While I entirely agree with 
and that is the fault of your adminis- | nearly everything that has been said by 
tration in every respect. That is the | the hon. Member for East Mayo, at the 
fault of this Act, as it is the fault of | same time I think that if we had a cen- 
every department of Government in Ire- | tral authority which we could trust, the 
land, and if you desire to make this Act | hon. Member would be the last person to 
a success and give the Irish people a full | object to such a body exercising careful 
opportunity of showing their natural supervision and control over these new 
capacity for managing their own affairs, | local bodies. 








you should remove this vexatious and | 
irritating interference of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board in Ireland, and say to the | 


Irish people, “We trust you fully, 


thoroughly, and sincerely; we believe | 
that as you know these powers which | 


you have got to administer are for the 


benefit of your own country you will ad- | 


minister then properly, knowing full well 
that any bad administration or any mal- 
practices which take place will injure not 
Scotland or England but Ireland alone ; 
therefore we will give you full control.” 
If you would do that Isincerely believe that 
the result would justify your action, and 
you would find in this matter, as has been 
abundantly proved in every case where it 
has been tried, that when you treat [rish- 
men as free men and as human beings 


who desire to manage the affairs of their , 


own country, when you treat them as 
you treat Englishmen and Scotchmen, it 
will be proved in the result that you were 
quite justified in doing this, and that the 
lrish people treated in that way can be 
relied upon to do everything for the 
benefit of their own country and nothing 


which would in the slightest degree make | ““ ‘ 
anybody regret having bestowed full | ys Cerne me are 

© hails ' gentleman who has been his assistant 
| and who is the well-known author of an 
admirable text-book on Local Govern- 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I desire to say a} 


powers upon them. 


few words in regard to the remarkable 
and conciliatory speech which has been 
made by the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 


I think the right hon. Gentleman has | 
disarmed criticism toa great extent by 


taking the burden of the complaints upon 


himself in regard to the attitude which | 
have | 


the Local Government Board 


Mr. DILLON : Hear, hear ! 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We do not be- 
lieve that the Local Government Board 
is such a body, and therefore we cannot 
be expected to have much confidence in 
it. At the present moment the Local 
Government Board has got ng legal ad- 
viser, and I do not know why the 
Government do not at once make the 
appointment. The delay in this matter 
savours of jobbery, and it is a curious 
thing to contrast with this the remarkable 
celerity with which the appointment fol- 
lowed the vacancy in the case of Lord 
Morris. When a resignation occurred 
not long ago upon the Land Commission, 
before we knew anything about it, the 


/promotion of the successor took place. 


Here is the case of a gentleman who has 
been dead many months, and in regard to: 
whatis thechief DepartmentoftheGovern- 
ment no appointment has yet been made in. 


' reference to it. In the course of the recent 


Local Government inquiry, I ventured 


ment. Why has he or some other gentle- 
man not been appointed? I think this 
delay is greatly to be regretted, and it is 
not very creditable to the Treasury. 
[Laughter.] I notice that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer laughs at this remark, but the 
right hon. Gentleman always laughs when 
I mention the Treasury. We all know 
that no “jobs” are ever done by the 





adopted towards the local bodies in Ire- | bers Oa peice en mie we 
land. Everyone knows that the right |. : y age Pra 
or y S| rid of Mr. Bagwell, and he is going to 
hon. Gentleman has been a very severe | get his deserts at the end of his time, 
sufferer through illness, and it is a great| He has not done the Government any 
| 
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credit, nor has he done the Irish land- 
lords any credit. Consequently poor 
Bagwell has to be thrown overboard. 
Then there is another official. who is 
now getting roughly £2,000 a year. 
I think if you have got a bad servant 
and you cannot get rid of him without 
giving him either a month’s notice or a 
month’s wages, it is always better to give 
him a month’s wages, and I say in regard 
to this gentleman that it is far better to 
give him his wages. He still has a year 
to run, but I would give him what may 
be called a Treasury compassionate grant 
and let him take his departure. We 
would be rid of him, and then you would 
be able to appoint a gentleman perma- 
nently in the position of legal adviser. 
My hon. friend complained of the errors 
the Government had committed. This 
is probably the most important post in 
the entire administrative system in the 
country, and I urge upon Her Majesty’s 
Government not to leave the matter in 
the indefinite position it is in at present, 
but to make a definite appointment. I 
wish to ask why it is that the standard 
rate for the city of Dublin has been 
altered. As regards the North Dublin 
Union it has been struck at a figure 
lower than ever the taxpayer paid 
there. This is an excellent example 
of how business is being done 
in the interest of the Treasury. 
For the year 1897 or 1898 there was a 
standard rate to be struck. The whole 
of the landlords’ taxes were to be caleu- 
lated by reference to that rate. What 


did they do in the different unions ?| year, 
The north side of Dublin being the! of giving low salaries. It is 


richer has to pay less rates and the south 
side more rates. They struck a standard 
rate for the entire city of Dublin, which 
being a fictitious rate, neither the north 
nor the south ever paid. 
done an injustice to the poor of the south 


to the extent of twopence per £1. I) 
consider that it is a most unfair way for | the grand jury 


{COMMONS} 
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and protector of the local purse on the 
other. you have an example in the one case 
of amiability, and in the other of quite 
another disposition. Everybody knows 
that the Government is to its own servants 
a most cheeseparing and hard task- 
master ; but when the money for 
favourite officials is to come out of the 
pockets of the local ratepayers it is 
absolutely reckless. I take the case that 
has already been referred to. After they 
gave this gentleman £1,000 he retired on 
his loot. He retired on his pension, 
which is calculated on the fictitious 
amount fixed by the Government, he 
practically never having done a day's 





They have | the case in Ballymoney ? 


work in respect of which the salary was 
|increased. The excuse of the right hon. 
| Gentleman is that the duties were greatly 
| increased, but he never did the increased 
| duties. He has walked off with his 
| pension cilculated on the increased rate 
| for duties he never performed. 


It is only a 
difference of £13. 


| 
| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: If it was fifteen 
|pence you would not do it at the 
| Treasury. What is the salary of his suc- 
|cessor? You fixed the retiring officer's 
| salary at £1,000 a year. I believe his 
| successor is doing the work at £500 or 
| £300. In such an office as this, where 
'a man has to deal with large con- 


itracts of hundreds of thousands a 
I would not at all be in favour 
neces- 


sary to prevent jobbery, suspicion, and 
| corruption, and I think it is undesirable 
/to give these men small salaries if they 
|are competent to do the work. What is 
An absolutely 
| incompetent man, to the knowledge of 
every Conservative gentleman sitting on 





the Government to do business, to make | 


a permanent grant to the landlords of | 
North Dublin at the expense of their | 
tenants to the extent of twopence per | 


£1. 


that proceeding. 
say with regard to the general question 


of the Government increasing saiaries is 
that certainly when you are dealing with 


I wish to know what member of. 
Her Majesty’s Government can justify 
What I would like to | 


AN Hon. MEMBER: I am one of the 
grand jury, and one of the county 
‘council. He is not an incompetent secre- 
tary. 


' Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why did Lord 
| Erne seek to cut him down? I think I 
‘am right in saying that the Conservative 


the British Government in its capacity | majority in the county council were 
as imperial paymaster on the one hand, | against the salary given to this gentle- 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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man. He is competent, I grant you, to 
draw the salary. I certainly say that I 
should be surprised to see him get a testi- 
monial from the county council in any 
other way. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Irish Secretary says, “Here is the 
section in the Local Government Act 
providing that when a man’s duties are 
increased he is to get extra salary.” It 
isallright if hedoesthe work. But what 
does he do? The county was worked 
with four clerks under the grand jury. 
It is now worked with six. You compel 
these people to appoint additional 
derks. Do you think that a man 
who was incompetent under the grand 
jury is going to do the work now 
with fifty or sixty clerks? He will make 
the extra clerks do it, and he will draw 
the salary. If you are not able to agree 
with a Conservative body, what chance 
have the unfortunate Catholic people in 
the south and west of Ireland? What 
ought you to do? Well, you have the 
statute. I would give them the length 
and breadth of the statute. I would look 
at the matter in this way. I would say 
that Lord Erne is as good a judge of 
the statute law as any Irish nobleman. 
He is a member of the House of Peers, 
and I would salve my conscience with the 
fact that a highly aristocratic landlord 
body would be likely to do justice ; and 
then, as a further salve for my conscience, 
I would tell the gentleman to appeal to 
the Treasury so that he might get justice 
there. I think the Government ought 
to act as protectors of those local bodies 
and try to work in with them. The 
whole power of the Government ought 
to be on their side when they are en- 
gaged practising economy. That would 
be one encouragement to them and give 
them influence. I take this last point, and 
it is very instructive. What is the trend 
of this? Turn the handle of any door of 
a public office in Dublin, and you are 
met by officials. There are 117 of these 
people altogether drawing wages under 
this Vote. They are getting between them 
£54,339. Of these 117, one hundred are 
Protestants and seventeen Catholics. 
There are thirty-four temporary clerks 
to do extra work under this Vote. Of 
the thirty-four I venture to say not four 
are Catholics. This I know asa fact. You 
had to engage permanent men, and you 
did not employ a single Catholic amongst 
those you made permanent. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That is not 
right, Sir. 


Civil Service E'stimates. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I state, as a 
matter of fact, that in the original list 
issued by the Government you had not 
one who was a Catholic. When we get 
the names of these gentlemen I shall be 
able to prove it to you. Then they 
wonder why we are so keen about these 
matters. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
very properly asked why you are so keen 
about the education of the secretaries, 
and the importance of competitive exami- 
nation. You impose these competitive ex- 
aminations not with a view to efficiency, 
but with a view to religion. You deprive 
us of Catholic education, and then your 
one aim is to try to bolster up ascendancy 
by seeing that any jobs that are going 
are given to men of your owu kidney. 
It is not mathematics you want them to 
know, but the Thirty-nine Articles. I 
think you are setting a very bad example 
to those county boards in the south and 
west of Ireland in regard to your appoint- 
ments when your own offices are stuffed 
full of ascendancy men, and a Catholic 
could not dare even to smell any one of 
them. That is the position of affairs. We 
know how incompetent Catholics are. 
They are only good enough to be shot 
down at Spion Kop and other places, but 
it is a remarkabie thing that whenever 
there isa job going with anything like 
£1,000, £500, or £300 hanging from it, 
you won't go to the men of the Dublin 
Fusiliers. Even in the matter of the 
appointment of gardeners you have con- 
fessed toit. If you have only a gardener 
to appoint in Pheenix Park, you import 
a Presbyterian Scotchman from the 
Highlands. I am _ quite sure the 
right hon. Gentleman himself has no tone 
of bigotry about him. If his work was 
done by a Catholic or a Protestant, I am 
sure he would not care. Ifa man under 
him was a Hindu or a Mussulman he 
would not care. It is the fault of the 
permanent officials who are his advisers, 
and it is this subtle poison which affects 
every Office he has to do with. It is from 
them that he draws his opinions about 
Ireland. It is from them he gets his in- 
formation. They pile up the statistics, and 
they make up the documents which neces- 
sarily form his brief when he rises to speak 
in this House, so that, taking this Depart- 
ment asa whole, it is loaded to the gunwale 
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with our enemies. He, no doubt, has told 
the hon. Member for East Mayo that his 
credit is involved in seeing the Act worked 
fairly and squarely. I think the Act is 
a monument of good sense and statesman- 
ship, but what do these men at the 
Castle in the Local Government Board 
say? ‘We are the permanent officials. 
The Member for Central Leeds may be 
here to-day, and a general election may 
send him off a week after.” That 
is their position. I venture to 
say that every permanent official in 
Ireland regards every Irish Secretary as 
we might regard straws upon a stream. 
He regards himself, and his ascendency 
feeling as the only permanent force in 
Irish life and administration. The right 
hon. Gentleman may for a moment affect 
this matter or that by his policy, but 
until you are able to uproot these de- 
fenders of ascendency you will have the 
same complaints made day after day and 
year after year on occasions of this kind 
when dealing with great matters, as well 
as petty, in connection with 


land. [ make no accusation against | 
the right hon. Gentleman. I say 


now, as I have said of him in private, that 
he has been a useful, efticient, and hard- 
working Irish Secretary. I believe when 
he leaves office he will be able to take 
credit to himself for having done good 
work while he was in it. I make this 
accusation against the system. 
conduct of the permanent officials in 


every department of Irish administration | 
has been a constant source of irritation | 


to the people. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I quite 
agree with the hon. Members for Galway 
and East Mayo with regard to the way the 
people view the Local Government Board 
in Ireland. We heard that when they 
got the power they would exercise it 
badly, and that they would throw dis- 
credit on the local administration 
generally. We are happy to say, and all 
must acknowledge it, that has not been 
the case. They have worked the Act as 
well as they could in spite of the Local 
Government Board. We do not object in 
Ireland, we rather welcome, the reforms 
the Local Government Board are at 
present insisting upon with regard to the 
administration of the poor law. We 
must recognise that the duty of 


the poor law guardians is to watch 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


Ire- | 


The | 
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|the interests of the poor rather 
‘than the interests of the ratepayers ; 
but I must say for myself that I could 
have wished that these reforms had been 
| pressed upon the guardians before this. 
I look with suspicion upon this new-born 
_ activity, anxiety, and interest for the poor, 
| which the Local Government Board never 
manifested until it was apparent that the 


Civil Service Estimutes. 


Local Government Bill was to be passed, : 


and that the rate should in future be 
borne, not half by the landlords, but 
entirely by the occupiers. I listened 
with interest to the speech the 
right hon. Gentleman delivered this 
evening, and I think it is one of 
the best speeches he has delivered in 
this House. At the end of his speech he 
| said that the people should recollect that 
the Local Government Board had many 
new duties imposed upon-it, and that 
possibly it did wrong in some cases, and 
that the people should not be toocritical. If 
the right hon. Gentleman wishes the 
| people not to be too critical he and the 
Local Government Board should show 
some sort of consideration for local 
‘opinion throughout the country, and 
| should not ignore them and dance upon 
their opinion on every possible occasion. I 
think there is nothing more calculated to 
produce insubordination among _ the 
officials of the local boards in Ireland 
than the system which now prevails, the 
system which sneers at the opinion of the 
local representatives, makes those gentle- 
men overlook their masters altogether, 
and ignore the wishes of those who gave 
them their places. The right hon. Gen- 
|tleman took the view that the Local 
| Government Board was not antagonistic 
'to local rights and to the local boards. 
The impression left on my mind at an 
earlier part of the evening by the answer 
the right hon. Gentleman himself gave to 
the question of the hon. Member for South 
Wexford with regard to the resolution 
passed by the New Ross Board of 
Guardians—I may be wrong in my inter- 
pretation of his words — was of a 
character to throw ridicule on the boards 
of guardians, and on that board in par- 
ticular. He would have been able, no 
doubt, to throw ridicule on that board, 
but for the interposition of my hon. friend 
the Member for North Louth, who took 
to some extent the wind out of his sails, and 
his reply had not the effect, possibly, that 
it might have had. There are two ways 
of saying and doing everything, and to 
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my mind the right hon. Gentleman might 
have done it in another way. I do not 
wish to stand further between the House 
and the reply the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to give to the various suggestions 
which have been made. I think the way 
the local bodies have conducted the ad- 
ministration under a troublesome and 
complicated system reflects credit on 
them, and gives hope of what we have 
always believed in—that they are capable 
of managing their own affairs. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down has 
bestowed upon the new Local Government 
Act some criticism which, I think, is not 
quite warranted. I am of opinion that 
the Act has been successfully administered, 
taking it for all in all, and that the local 
hodies have shown themselves not un- 
equal to the heavy task imposed upon 
them ; but while I willingly make that 
admission, while I claim that that is so, I 
think the success has been in a very con- 
siderable degree due to the assistance of 
that very Local Government Board which 
has been so freely denounced to-night. 
The advice of the Local Government Board 
has been sought on innumerable occasions 
by the vast majority, if not by all the 
local bodies, and I am sure if mistakes 
have sometimes been made in the ad- 
ministration of the Board that was 
nothing more than was inevitable and 
natural to expect. I have listened to this 
discussion all the evening, and I think it 
is not unfair to say that four-fifths at least 
of the complaints brought against the 
Board have rested upon thechargeof unduly 
raising the salaries of existing officers. It 
is also not unfair to say that four-fifths 
have arisen or been put forward in igno- 
rance of the obligations which the Act of 
1898 placed upon the Local Government 
Board. The complaint has been not so 


much of the administration of the Local | 


Government Board as of the provisions of 
the Act of 1898. The hon. Member for 
East Mayo, who dwelt upon the mistakes 
the Government has made in increasing 
salaries, brought out this point pretty 
clearly —that itisnot the administration of 
the Act, but the provisions of the Act of 
which he complains. He went so far as 
to say that the compensating of the rate- 
collectors provided for in the Act is ex- 
travagant. It is all very well to say that 
now but I recollect when the Act was 


{24 May 1900} 
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passing through this House that the 
efforts of the Government were principally 
devoted tochecking the extravagant claims, 
as I call them, in many cases, that were 
made on behalf of those very gentlemen 
whose salaries are now in question. I was 
aware at the time that the course taken 
then would probably give way to the 
denunciation of the Government for the 
opposite tendency—namely, the tendency 
to give to these officers the compensation 
and the increases of salary which the 
provisions of the Act clearly pointed to. 
While the Act was passing through I had 
great difficulty in preventing hon. Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House from giv- 
ing terms to those gentlemen more favour- 
able than we actually consented to give. 
There was a party of the opposite feeling. 
I must give justice to the hon. Member 
for South Monaghan by stating that he 
and another Member formed a party of two 
who persistently supported the Govern- 
ment in their efforts for economy. Theyare 
not inconsistent now when they regret 
that the result of the Act has been to 


make a considerable charge upon 
the ratepayers. At the same time, 
while [I admit that increases have 


been made under the provisions of the 
Act by the Local Government Board, 
may I add that I think it is possible to 
exaggerate the extent of them. I pointed 
out in the speech I made at an earlier 
part of the evening that the larger part 
of the rise that has taken place is due 
first of all to the compensation of che rate- 
collectors—which amounts to £100,000— 
partly to the initial expenses, and, more 
impertant still, to the amount involved in 
road expenditure for three months addi- 
tional. The last item amounts to no less 
than £200,000. Taking those three 
items together, the total comes to about 
£350,000, and very nearly the whole of 
that may be regarded as of a temporary 
character. Compare with that the 
additions to salaries which have been 
made by the Local Government Board 
under this 115th section. I should think 
it would be a reasonable estimate to say 
that of that sum these additions will not 
exceed £20,000 or £25,000 for the whole 
of Ireland. 


Mr. HARRINGTON : Does the right 
hon. Gentleman include in that the 
salaries for the additional staffs _—because 
the bulk of our case is that the whole of 








1207 Supply — {COMMONS} Civil Service Estimates. 1208 
this work was dealt with before by other | actually done so before the decision of 
authorities. |the Local Government Board was. 
announced, Something of that sort may 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am _ not | have occurred, but I should have thought 


speaking of the additional staffs, but of | that even now it would not be impossible 
the additional salaries which the Local | under the circumstances for the county 
Government Board has felt it its duty to| council to come to some arrangement 





make, having regard to the actual pro- 
vision of the Act. Under these circum- 
stances, is it not absurd to say that it is 
the administration of the Local Govern- 
ment Board which has caused this heavy 
burden to the ratepayers? Although I 
ventured to state rather fully at an 
earlier stage of the proceedings the 
general principles on which the Board 


acted in fixing these additional salaries, I | 


ought, perhaps, to say a word or two on 
the subject of the cases which have been 
brought to our notice since. With regard 
to the case of the Antrim county surveyor, 
I am not able to check in detail every- 
thing stated by the hon. Member who 
brought the case forward, but the facts 
before me are that the old salary was 
£600, that the surveyor claimed, in con- 
sequence of additional work, £1,000, and 
that the salary actually fixed by the Local 
Government Board was £850. The hon. 
Member tells me that the county council 
were prepared to appoint another officer to 
take over part of the work of the county 
surveyor. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: 


county surveyor’s own suggestion. 


At the 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: All I have 
to say to that is that the observation 


which presents itself to my mind is, why, | 


under those circumstances, did not the 
county council come to an arrangement 
with the counsy surveyor himself ? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: The county 


with their surveyor. The actual amount 
| of extra work thrown upon the surveyor 
| is shown by the fact that since that in- 
| crease of salary the council have proposed 
| to appoint, and, I think, have appointed, 
|an engineer to assist in the work, not- 
withstanding the fact that the surveyor 
has received this inerease of salary. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I do not wish 
to interrupt, but may I say that when the 
Local Government Board fixed the salary 
at £850 the county council rescinded 
the resolution to appoint arr assistant, and 
they have no assistant now ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understood 
that that was not so, but of course [ 
| quite accept my hon. friend’s correction. 

n this matter the plea has been put 
'forward that the county councils in all 
| cases appointed. additional staffs in order 
| to assist the county secretaries and sur- 

veyors to carry out their work, and it 
has been contended that in consequence 
|of that the work of those officials in 
|Many cases was actually diminished. | 
doubt whether that argument can be 
made good. If a large staff is appointed 
| the county surveyor or secretary has to 
superintend that staff, and a great re- 
sponsibility is thrown upon him ‘in that 
way. I do not think the mere fact that 
he receives a large amount of extra 
| clerical assistance can be held to show 
| that his duties have not increased. The 
_ hon. and learned Member for North Louth 





| 
| 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| cited the case of county Cork. What has 


surveyor stated on the 16th January that | happened in the case of county Cork is 
he was unable personally to perform the that the staff now consists of fifty or sixty 


extra duties, and suggested that the | members. 


council should appoint an assistant | 
surveyor at a salary of £250. The! 
county council were about to do that, 
whereupon the Local Government Board 
issued their Order. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In that case 
the difficulty seems to arise from the fact 
that the county council, although they 
had had ample time to make an arrange- 
ment with their surveyor, had not 


Mr. Harrington. 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: Sixty as against 
four. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: But in spite of 
that, what did the council of county Cork 
do? They made a voluntary arrange- 
ment with their secretary and fixed the 
salary at £1,500 a year. If, therefore, 
the council of county Cork have acted, as 
doubtless they have, with consideration 
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Supply— 
for their secretary and also for the rate- | 
payers in granting that very large salary, 

it hardly supports the contention that by 

the mere appointment of extra clerical 

staffs the duties of the county secretaries 

can be considered to have been so far 

diminished that a reasonable increase of 

the salaries was not imposed upon by the 

Local Government Board. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As regards the 
Cork County Council, there was a dual 
position of secretary and treasurer ; the 
present official takes the dual position, 
does the duties of both offices, and has 
an enhanced salary. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is quite 
possible that that is one of the considera- 
tions which entered in as a motive in 
inducing the Cork County Council to fix 
this high salary, and I am not for a 
moment criticising that action. All I say is 
that a mere increase of clerical assistance 
cannot be held, ipso facto, to have relieved 
the county secretary of duties to such an | 
extent as to cause the Local Government 
Board to regard his work as having dimi- 
nished rather than increased. Then the 
hon. Member for South Monaghan referred 
to the assistant surveyors, and said that, in 
his opinion, £80 was quite sufficient 
remuneration, though he somewhat 
qualified that statement by saying 
that he himself had advocated an 
increase in their salaries. Let 
me remind the Committee that these 
salaries of assistant surveyors were fixed 
at £80 by an Act of 1836. The work of 
this class of official has enormously in- 
creased since then, and these assistant 
surveyors have long felt that they had a 
very serious grievance. Some time 
before the Act of 1898 was passed I went 
into this question, and I was constrained to 
admit that in most cases the assistant 
surveyors were underpaid, but difficulties 
of legislation prevented any measure being 
brought in to remedy that state of things. 
I cannot agree with the hon. Member 
that £80 represents an adequate remuner- 
ation for these men. 


Mr. DALY: It is for less than two 
months work in the year. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. | 
Member for South Monaghan must permit | 
| 
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| it would have been higher. 
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me to doubt the accuracy of that state- 
ment. 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : 
I have not advocated starvation wages for 
anyone. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: What 
appears to be a more than adequate 
salary in the eyes of the hon. Member for 
one Division of Monaghan is described as 
starvation wages by the hon. Member for 
the other Division. 


Mr. MACALEESE: The right hon. 
Gentleman is entirely mistaken; I have 
not spoken in the debate at all. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member has just interposed in the debate, 
and I gathered that his view was that 
£80 might reasonably be described as 
starvation wages. I will leave it at that, 
and the hon. Members must settle their 
differences between them. The hon. 
Member for Galway made an observation 
which I could not help -regretting. He 
maintained the view that while the Local 
Government Board had of late, since the: 
Act was passed, been pressing reforms. 
upon the boards of guardians—and, of 
course, these reforms cost money—they 
had deliberately and of set purpose 


‘abstained from pressing those reforms 


until after the change in regard to the 
burden of taxation, by which the rates. 
were thrown upon the occupier instead of 
the owner, had been brought into effect. 
Does not the hon. Member see that if 
that argument is pressed it will be im- 
possible for us to effect any reform in 
future, because we should be told that we 
ought to have proposed such reform 
before the Act of 1898 was passed? If 
we had been more active in pressing 
reforms of this nature upon the local 
bodies—— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The standard 
rate would have been different. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No doubt the 
standard rate would have been different if 
these reforms had been imposed before ; 
But are we 
on that ground to abstain from recom- 
mending these changes and pressing these 
reforms ? 
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Mr. PINKERTON : I am not against 
reforms, but I object to them being 


carried out under the new arrangement. | Parliamentary. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. G, W. BALFOUR: I was speak- 


| ing of permanent officials as opposed to 


If there is any complaint 


I do not object to them being done piece- | to be made, the person to be attacked is 
meal, but it is very suspicious that | the head of the Department. I am quite 
immediately after the change with regard | willing to take upon myself the re- 
to the rates they should all have been | sponsibility for the actions of the Board, 


insisted upon at once. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: All I can say 
is that the Local Government Board has 
been more active than before because the 
passing of this Act must be held to have 
sent new life through local administration 
in Ireland, and therefore the time was 
fitting for such changes ; and, moreover, 
under the Act we made a very large con- 
tribution for local purposes generally. I 
should perhaps refer to some remarks 
which fell from the hon. Member for South 
Donegal respecting the consolidation of 
workhouses. He complained that the 
county Donegal workhouse contained 
housing accommodation for something 
like 8,000 paupers, whereas as a matter 
of fact there are not more than 400 in the 
house altogether. I do not see how that 
matter can be brought as a reproach 
against the administration of the Local 
Government Board. If the unions in 
county Donegal consider it is to their 
interest that they should amalgamate, 
they should make representations to the 
Local Government Board to that effect, 
but it is hardly for the Board to, 
suggest it to the unions concerned. 


I am sorry the hon. Member for South | 


Donegal should have spoken of the per- 
sonnel of the Local Government Board as 
he did. Mr. Bagwell has proved a very 
usefulmemberof the Board, but to suggest 
that his influence is predominant is in 
defiance of the facts. Mr. Bagwell is 
only one and a temporary member of the 
Board, and it is not to be supposed that 
his influence is so powerful as has been 
suggested. When these matters come 
before me I hear all sides of the question 
before I come to a decision, and I trust I 
come to my decisions after weighing very 
carefully all the evidence and arguments 
which have been placed before me. 1 
must deprecate this habit which some 
Members have fallen into of attacking 
particular members of the permanent 
Civil Service. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then 


may we 


attack the temporary members ¢ 


Hon. Members opposite complain that the 
administration of local affairs in Ireland is 
controlled by what they call an irre. 
sponsible body. The Irish Local Govern- 


'ment Board is not irresponsible, except in 


the sense in which all Government 
Departments are irresponsible. I think 
hon. Members from Ireland do exercise a 
very free discretion in criticising the 
action of the Board, and if they have not 
been able to bring against the Board any 
more serious and substantial charges than 
those we have heard this evening I can 
only take it that on the whole the Local 
Government Board in Iieland is not 
nearly so black as it is painted. But in 
any case, the person responsible for the 
acts of the Board is the President 
thereof, and not any _ individual 
member of the permanent staff. The 
hon. Member for North Louth referred 
to the question of a legal adviser, and 
seemed to suspect some deep-laid plot on 
the part of the Treasury. I can assure 
the hon. Member that the reason the 


‘appointment has not already been made 


is simply that a committee has been 
sitting to inquire into the best method by 
which legal advice can be obtained by the 
Local Government Board. This is a very 
important question ; the legal adviser to 
the Board is placed in a very important 
position, and it is extremely desirable 
that the system established for supplying 
the legal advice required by the Board 
should be fully satisfactory. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the Treasury 
represented on that committee / 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY : I thought so. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I assure the 
hon. and learned Member that the reason I 
have given is the only reason the appoint- 
ment has been delayed, and in the mean- 
time the duty has been very admirably 
discharged by the gentleman who is 
temporarily filling the post. Reference 
was also made to the temporary staff 
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appointed to carry out the work connected 
with bringing the Act into operation. 
The hon. Member stated that in appoint- 
ing the staff considerations of religion, 
and practically those only, had been taken 
into account. Nothing could be further 
from the truth. While it is perfectly 
true that the religion of those who are 
taken into the service of the State is not 
officially known, I do as a matter of fact 
believe that at least one-half of the 
members of the temporary staff in the 
service of the Local Government Board 
are Roman Catholics. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is not so. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I believe it 
isso. But I do not care to pursue the 
matter further, as it is not and never has 
been the practice to allow religious 
opinions to influence appointments, and 
certainly no Roman Catholic is under any 
disadvantage in respect to appointments 
in Ireland. Now I come to the matter 
which has been raised by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Harbour Division of Dublin. I 
do not pretend to be able to follow the hon. 
Member in all the details of the speech 
he has delivered, but these points in the 


case must be clearly admitted.  Dr.. 


Cullen was medical officer of health in 
the union and he was also special medical 
officer to the constabulary. Occupying 
these two positions he was _ specially 
bound to look after the health of the dis- 
trict. In the month of August two cases 
of typhoid were under his care. One of 
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Mr. HARRINGTON: He not only 
denied it, but he swore that he did not. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: He swore he 
did not know, and of course we must 
form our own estimate of that statement. 
In any case, Duffy being a private patient, 
it is a most extraordinary thing that he 
did not make such inquiries as would 
enable him to judge what the cause of the 
outbreak was. 


Mr. HARRINGTON : The right hon. 
Gentleman cannot speak of one case of 
fever as an “outbreak.” The other case 
was in a different place, two miles away. 
That is not what is called an outbreak. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The point is 
this, that Dr. Cullen did satisfy himself 
that Duffy’s case was one of enteric, and 
yet he took no trouble to ascertain the 
conditions under which the disease might 
be spread, and he remained in total ignor- 
ance of the fact that Duffy was a dairyman, 
until on the 10th September the doctor 
at the barracks came to him and informed 
him that there were several cases of 
typhoid at the barracks, and they were 
inclined to attribute the existence of those 
cases to the milk which had been supplied 
from Duffy’s establishment. 


Mr. HARRINGTON : 


difference as to the date. 


There is a 


Mr, G. W. BALFOUR: I feel sure 
the difference of two days made no 
practical difference in the judgment we 





these cases he attended on the 13th | had to pass on Dr. Cullen’s action in the 
August, and he admits that from the out-| matter. The only action Dr. Cullen took 
set he treated the case as one of enteric | with regard to Duffy was that after he 
fever. On the 1st September he fully | had seen Dr. Baird he gave verbal in- 
diagnosed the case, but notwithstanding | structions that Duffy was no longer to 
that he made no report to the Local | distribute milk. On the 16th September, 
Government Board or to the district | 1 think it was, Dr. Cullen went on his 
authority. The other case was that of a| holiday, practically ignoring the very 
man named Duffy. Dr. Cullen was called | serious state of things existing. I do 
in on the 17th August; on the 28th | not lay so much stress upon that point as 
August Dr. Cullen said this man had | that Dublin had this very serious out- 
enteric fever; he fully satisfied himself | break of typhoid fever, with something 
on the point on the 2nd September, and | like 100 victims and twelve or thirteen 
yet he took no steps to investigate the | deaths, and I believe the evidence very 
cause of the disease or to check the spread | strongly supports the view that it was 
of infection. Duffy was a dairyman. | Dr. Cullen’s neglect which led to the out- 
The hon. Member says truly that at the break. The point the Local Government 
inquiry Dr. Cullen denied that he knew Board had to decide was whether this 
Duffy was a dairyman. Of course that is serious carelessness on the part of Dr. 
an important point. | Cullen was such as to merit dismissal. 
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Mr. HARRINGTON: Surely the 
right hon. Gentleman is overlooking the 
fact that those 100 cases were never 
intimated to Dr. Cullen. They were 
attended by Dr. Baird at the barracks 
and concealed from Dr. Cullen, and now 
he is attacked for something he did not 
know. 


Su ] mpl Y— 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not 
prepared to admit that. What I said 
was that Dr. Cullen’s carelessness caused 
this serious outbreak and led to this loss 
of life. Other medical officers may have 
been equally guilty of carelessness, though 
their carelessness has not led to such 
serious results. It is a similar case to 
that, for instance, of a master of a ship at 
sea. The master may commit errors of 
navigation or be guilty of carelessness on 
twenty occasions without any harm 
being done ; the twenty-first time he may 


{COMMONS} 





run on the rocks, and then he has to 
suffer the penalty for his negligence. | 
These serious results having been pro- 
duced it was absolutely necessary to 
take serious notice of the matter and to 
make an example. Ido not pretend to 
say that in consequence Dr. Cullen should 
be refused employment by any local 
authority in Ireland. I say that his 
carelessness was of such a nature as to 
merit the very serious notice we felt 
bound to take of it. The hon. Member 
now tries to throw the blame upon the 
medical authorities at the constabulary 
barracks. 


Mr HARRINGTON: We differ en- 
tirely as to how the responsibilty arises. 
My point is that if the authorities at the 
constabulary depot had informed Dr. 
Cullen, as they were bound by law to. 
do, in the month of August that there 
was fever in the depét, he would have | 
traced the source of the fever, he would 
have known the man who was supplying 
the milk, and have been able to stop the | 
epidemic. But he was not notified. I. 
can prove that a report from Dr. Cullen | 
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notifying seven cases of fever was in Dr, 
Flynn’s hands before Dr. Cullen went on 
his vacation. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Even so, it 
does not seem to me to exonerate Dr, 
Cullen. 
shield Dr. Cullen, the hon. Member seems 
to have thought it necessary to throw 
blame on someone else. Whether others 
were blameless or not, the fact remains 
that this outbreak was largely due to the 
negligence of Dr. Cullen, and that that 
negligence was one for which Dr. Cullen, 
should suffer. I regret very much that 
I should have had to come to this con- 
clusion, but it does not, in my judgment, 
necessarily imply that Dr. Cullen might 
not under proper circumstances be em- 
ployed in other places. 


Mr. HARRINGTON: The right hon, 
Gentleman has not in any way justified 


‘the manner in which the board by whom 
'Dr. Cullen was employed have been 
| treated. Before any evidence was placed 


before them, before they had any oppor- 
tunity of judging whether or not the 
conduct of their officer justified such a 
course, Dr. Cullen was compelled to tender 
his resignation. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There were 
two separate and distinct investigations. 


Mr. HARRINGTON: But there was. 
no information given to the board of 
guardians, the authority by whom Dr. 
Cullen was appointed. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR:: That is really 
a point which has practically nothing to 
do with the question. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 83; 
Noes, 129. (Division List No. 136.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Burns, John 
Ambrose, Robert | Burt, Thomas 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Brigg, John | Colville, John 


runner, Sir John Tomlinson | Commins, Andrew 





| Caldwell, James 
Channing, Francis Allston 

| Claney, John Joseph 

| Clark, Dr. G. B. 


| Crean, Eugene 
; Crilly, Daniel 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Daly, James 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
| Duckworth, James 
| Engledew, Charles John 
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Evans, Samuel T. (Glamo 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 

Gillhooly James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


rgan) | 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson,Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 


Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamHart 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
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Kilbride, Denis 
Lambert, George 
Macaleese, Daniel 


| MacDonnell,Dr. M. A(Qn.’sCo. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 


| Murnaghan, George 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pickard, Benjamin 


| Pinkerton, John 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


| Galloway, William Johnson 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Houston, R. P. 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. WilliamE. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, H. Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, H. Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E.) | 
| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


M‘Killop, James 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F | 


Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
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tandell, David 
Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel,J.(Stockton-on-Tees) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, David Alf.(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Monckton, Edward Philip 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Sandon, Viscount 
Saunderson,Rt. Hon.Col. E. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stock, James Henry 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse,|Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjournment of 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


On the Motion for Adjournment, 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) 
referred to the fact that in consequence 
of the House rising on Monday next he 
had been deprived of the opportunity of 
bringing forward a motion he had put on 
the Paper for Tuesday. Earlier in the 
sitting the Leader of the House had stated 
for his consolation that he would have an 
opportunity of speaking on the substance 
of his motion on the Education Vote. He 
had since been informed by the Chairman 
of Committees that it would not be possi- 
ble to deal with the substance of the 
motion on that Vote, and he therefore 
desired to ask the Leader of the House 
on what day he proposed to allow him to 
bring forward this matter, which was a 
very important one. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think the hon. Member is some- 
what mistaken in regard to what took 
place at Question time. The position was 
this: The alternative before us was 
whether we should rise late on Monday 
night or have a morning sitting on Tues- 
day to discuss the adjournment of the 
House, with a possibility, if any time 
remained after the debate, of discussing 
the hon. Member’s motion. I thought 
then, and I think still, that it would be 
very much for the convenience of the 
House that we should rise late on 


{COMMONS} 
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certainly thought when I made the state- 
ment at Question time that he had lost 
the chance of raising this matter between 
the end of the discussion on the adjourn- 

/ment and seven o'clock. I find that in 

that I am mistaken, as only Government 

| Orders of the Day could be taken at the 
| morning sitting. Sothe only conceivable 

‘or possible chance the hon. Gentleman 
would have had would have been if the 

_House had sat between nine and twelve 

|o’clock. I never contemplated such a 
sitting ; I think it would have been en- 
tirely without precedent and a most im- 

| proper couse, because after the House had 
sat at two o'clock and agreed to the ad- 
journment it would be impossible to collect 

_Members here and to have a debate or 

division in any way representing the 

Saeco sense of the House. The hon. 

| Gentleman has no doubt lost hy the fact 

‘that the House rises for its” holiday on 

| Monday or Tuesday—there is no differ- 

| ence between the two days so far as he 

'is concerned—rather than on Thurs- 

|day next, but he has not lost more 

‘than those Members who have Bills 

down for discussion on  Wednes- 

day, so that I do not see that in that 
|respect he has any grievance. Now | 

‘come to the hope that I held out—the 

| consolation, as the hon. Member puts it 
—that he would be able to raise the ques- 
tion on the Education Estimates on the 

first Thursday after we reassemble. | 
believe the hon. Gentleman is right in 
saying that the whole of the rather mis- 
| cellaneous motion he has put on the Paper 
could not be discussed upon that occasion, 
but any violations of the Conscience 
Clause—and I think that is the matter he 
has chiefly in view—can be discussed 
fully and voted upon. I think, therefore, 
| under these circumstances the hon. Gen- 
man may feel himself fairly lucky in what 
has occurred, and that fortune has not 
gone against him to the extent he sup- 
posed. 


| Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I only hope 
| that I may find by experience—— 


Monday night rather than conclude our | 


discussion on ‘Tuesday at a_ time 
which would preclude Members going to 
the country from catching their trains. 
It was for that reason I suggested the 
alteration which has been accepted. The 
question is, how much has the hon. 
Member lost by that proceeding. I 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has already addressed the 
House. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve 
of the clock. 
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Friday, 25th May, 1900. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 

. Police Reservists (Allowances). 

2. Electoral Disabilities (Military Ser- 
vice). 

. Metropolitan 
Order. 

. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2). 

. Universal Life Assurance Society. 

. Pontefract Park. 

. City and South London Railway. 

. Cheshire Lines Committee. 

. Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life 
Assurance Society. 

. Redhill Gas. 

. Rugeley Gas. 

. Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway. 

. Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent. 


Police Provisional 


. Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation. , 


. Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas. 

. Grantham Gas. 

. Kingston-upon-Thames Gas. 

. Southampton Harbour. 

. Wetherby District Water. 
20. Army and Navy Investment Trust. 
21. Birmingham University. 
22. New Russia Company. 


MARCHMONT PEERAGE. 


Petition of David Milne Home, Colonel | 


(retired) of the Royal Regiment of Horse 
Guards, and proprietor of the estate of 


Wedderburn, in the county of Berwick, | 


for the return of two documents produced 
on the Marchmont Peerage Claim in 1842 
(presented on the 27th of July, 1899), 
considered (on motion): Ordered that the 
said documents, viz. :— 


1. Charter of resignation by King 


James II. in favour of David Home, | 


of Wedderburn, Knight, and Alice 
his spouse, of the lands of Wedder- 
burn ; dated 16th May, 1450 ; 


2. Charter by Alexander, Duke of | 


Albany, to David Home, son and 
heir to George Home, of the half of 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourrr Sertzs.] 


May 1900} 
| the lands of Polwarth ; dated 22nd 
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April, 1479; 


/be delivered to the Petitioner or his 
agents, copies being first taken and 
| examined by the Clerk Assistant, and by 
| the agent for the Crown, and the agent 
| for the present Petitioner. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Lord Hylton sat first in Parlia- 
| ment after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

City of London (Various Powers). 

Liverpool Corporation. 

Wolverhampton Gas. 


Also the Certificates that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills :— 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 1). 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 


And also the Certificates that the 

Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

ing Bills have been complied with :— 

| Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 

| (No. 1). 

| Electric Lighting Provisional 

| (No. 3). 

Electric Lighting Provisional 
(No. 4). 

Electric Lighting Provisional 
(No. 5). 

The same were ordered to lie 

| Table. 


Orders 
Orders 


Orders 


on the 


/'SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 
| Committee. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.1.]. 


| EDUCATIONAL BOARD PROVISIONAL 
| ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Committed. 


The Committees to be 


| proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


2Z 
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RAILWAYS (IRELAND) AMALGAMA- | LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
TION BILLS. BILL [H.L.] 

Leave given to the Joint Committee| Report from the Select Committee, 
not to sit again until Tuesday, the 19th | That the Committee had not proceeded 
of June, at half-past Eleven o'clock. with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition. thereto having been  with- 
FOLKESTONE, SANDGATE,AND HYTHE | drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

TRAMROADS BILL [H.1.]. Table. The Orders made on the 5th of 

Report from the Select Committee, | March and 11th of May last discharged ; 
That it is not expedient to proceed further | 494 Bill committed forthwith. 
with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND 
DOCKS BILL [H.L.}. 
HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY | Leave given to the Select Committee 

IMPROVEMENT BILL. | not to sit again until Tuesday, the 19th 


The Queen’s consent signified; and | ‘of June next. 
Bill reported with Amendments. 
| BEDFORD GAS BILL. 


WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET | VALE OF —— RAILWAY 
BI 3 





4s 


Reported with Amendments. ' WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM. Read 2¢, and committed. 
VESSELS) BILL [H.L.}. 
Reported from the Select Committee SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [4.1]. 

MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 
NORTH aes? eaiee BILL | BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL [1.1.]. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill, 

reported from the Select Committee with | 

Amendments. 


with Amendments. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
_ Commons. 


ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


|CHARING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- 
| TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 


ASTINGS 30UR BILL. LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON RAIL- 
HASTINGS HARBOUR BILI WAY BILL. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
| SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 

MAIDENHEAD GAS BILL. TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Reported without amendment. | SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 


BILL. 


SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 
Reported without amendment. 


The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported without amendment. 


GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS | CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL [H.L.]. BILL. 
Reported without amendments. | EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
| LONDON AND NOR’ "ESTERN 
WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 5 lg aa: 
COUNCIL BILL [H.1.]. : 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, | 
That the Committee had not proceeded | Brought from the Commons; read 1" 
with the consideration of the Bill, the | and referred to the Examiners. 
opposition thereto having been with- | 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the | RHYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL [i.1.} 


Table. The Orders made on the 23rd of MNES ee 
February and 11th of May last dis-| CHURCH'S PATENT BILL [1.1]. 


charged ; and Bill committed. | Returned from the Commons agreed to. 





Returns, 


CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [#.1.}. 
DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [H...]. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


12 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.], 


Reported with Amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.L.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [H.L.]. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 


TRAMWAY ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.t.]. 


Read 2¢ (according tv Order). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. (No. 100.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. (No. 101.) 


METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. (No. 102.) 

Brought from the Commons. Read 
1*; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. 

ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 


READING CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
B 


LL. 


WATER 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL- 

WAY BILL. 
MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 

NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
AND CANAL BILL. 
ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
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posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 


L. Bagot, 

L. Carysfort (EZ. Carysfort), 

L. Erskine, 

L. Fermanagh (E£. Evne) (chairman), 
L. Muncaster ; 


Reports, &e. 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday, the 19th of June next, at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
as also counsel for the Bills. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

FEE FUND OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid on the Table the Annual Ac- 
count of the Fee Fund of the House of 
Lords. The same was ordered to lie on 
the Tabie, and to be referred to the 
Select Committee on the House of Lords 
Offices. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
General Report by the Chief Inspector 
of the Northern Division of Scotland for 
the year 1899. 


TRADE REPORTS. 

I. Annual Series: No. 2430. China 
(Shashih). 

II. Miscellaneous Series: No. 525. 
Germany (Memorandum on German im- 
ports and exports of “ iron and ironware ” 
and “implements, machinery, etc.” from 
1897 to 1899). 


MALTA. 


Ordnance No. XI. of 1898: 
relating to public meetings.” 


“The law 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 
Report of the Governors for the year 
ending 31st December, 1899; with ac- 
counts. 
WELSH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION, 
1889. 
Report of the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales. 


2223 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 
1882 AND 1888. 

Special Reports by the Board of Trade 
under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1888 :— 

I. Battersea Electric Lighting Order’ 
1900. 

II. Freshwater and Totland (Isle of 
Wight) Electricity Supply Company, 
Limited, Electric Lighting Order, 1900. 

III. Marylebone 
Order, 1900. 

IV. Royal Leamington Spa Electric 
Lighting Order, 1900. 


V. Staines, Egham, and Chertsey 
Electric Lighting Order, 1900. 





Electric Lighting 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of— 


I. A light railway in the county of 
Suffolk from Haughley to Halesworth, 
with a branch to Debenham and Wester- 
field. 


II. A light railway in the county of 
Cornwall, between Saltash and Calling- 
ton. 


III. A light railway in the county of 
Flint, from Rhyl to Prestatyn. 


IV. Light railways in the borough of 
Dudley and the urban districts of Stour- 
bridge and of Lye and Wollescote, in the 
county of Worcester. 


TRADE. 


Annual Statement of the Trade of the 
United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 
and British Possessions for 1899. 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION. 


Extract from a Memorandum on the 
Draft Australian Commonwealth Bill, 
Adelaide, 1897, communicated to the 
Premier of New South Wales after the 
conference with the Colonial Premiers 
assembled in London in July, 1897. 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT. 


{LORDS} 





Forty-seventh Annual Report, for 1899. 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION, SOUTH 
KENSINGTON. 

Directory for the year 1900, with regu- 
lations for establishing and conducting 
science and art schools and classes. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BARBADOS. 
Rules for the Government of the 
|Prisons in Barbados. Laid before the 


House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [u.1.}. 


Petition in favour and -for amendment 
of ; of the Galashiels School Board ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION | 


BILL 
Petition in favour of ; of the President 
of the Sunderland Antiquarian Society ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 





LUNACY REGULATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


(IRELAND) 


*THE LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND (Lord AsHpourRNE) : My 


Lords, this is a short Bill, and I trust 
your Lordships will have no difficulty in 
at once according to it a Second Reading. 
It proposes to extend to Ireland legisla- 
tion that has been found beneficial in 
England and Scotland. The first clause 
proposes to give the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland power to order the conditional 
release of criminal lunatics. When an 
unfortunate man is in the position of 
being a criminal lunatic his health may 
begin to re-establish itself, and it may be 
desirable to consider whether he can be 
released under certain conditions and 
safeguards. At present there must in 
Ireland be an absolute discharge or no 
discharge. The second provision in the 
Bill is one that proposes to give to the 
Judges of the Court of Appeal in Ireland, 
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if the Queen is advised to grant them 
Letters in Lunacy, jurisdiction in lunacy. 


{95 May 1900} 
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Recruiting in Scotland. 


present campaign we may, I think, con- 
gratulate the noble Marquess the Secre- 


That jurisdiction is conferred in England | tary of State for War. It is probable that 


with benefit. 


In Ireland only the Lord | in no previous war have our soldiers been 


Chancellor has power, and if he were | better fed and better clothed. It is certain 
ill—a condition which has, happily, not | that no British army in the field has ever 


occurred in my time—there would be 
considerable difticulty in administering it. 


| 


The Bill also gives a power to consolidate | 


the Lord Chancellor's offices in Lunacy 
and for minor matters, and thus will 
promote efficiency and economy, and I 
ask your Lordships to read it a second 
time. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2” accordingly, and committed 
toa Committee of the whole House on 
Monday next. 


VOLUNTEER RANGES. 

THE Eart or DARTMOUTH: My 
Lords, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can now make a state- 
ment as to the manner in which the 
£40,000 voted last year for Volunteer 
ranges has been allocated. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
The Report of the Rifle Ranges Com- 
mittee, to whom this question was 
referred, reached me this week. The 
Committee have recommended the alloca- 


tion of almost the whole of the £40,000. | 


We shall want a few days in which to 
consider their recommendations, but I 
hope to be able very shortly to supply to 
my noble friend, or, if he likes, to lay 
upon the Table of the House, a full state- 
ment of the manner in which the money 
will be distributed. 


MILITARY REORGANISATION— 
RECRUITING IN SCOTLAND, Etc. 
_*THE Duke oF BEDFORD: My Lords, 
in calling attention to the Memorandum 
of the Secretary of State for War relating 
to the Army Estimates for 1900 to 1901, 
now upon the Table of the House, I trust 
I may be following a course agreeable to 
your Lordships. On some features in the 





t See The Parliamentary. Debates [Fourth 
Series}, Vol. Ixxx., Appendix I. 


been better doctored and better nursed. 
We may, I think, go further, and con- 
gratulate the noble Marquess on the 


excellence with which, so far as it goes, 


our military system has worked. But we 
have no excuse for missing the true 


significance of the war. The lesson 
of the war is not’ the failure, 
but the inadequacy of our military 
system. We have every reason to 


| hope that the moment is not now far 


distant when, guided by bitter experience, 
we may organise a comprehensive scheme 
for the defence of the whole Empire, a 
scheme conceived, I trust, not with a view 
to voluminous reports, but prompt action. 
'It is manifest that until the moment of 
reconstruction arrives any proposals of 
Her Majesty’s Government must be of a 
temporary character. The Memorandum 
deals with certain temporary measures for 
home defence. Two of these are new 
departures of much present importance, 
and of still greater value for the future 
reconstruction of our military materials. 
The first is the formation of the Royal 
Reserve battalions. The longer short 
service endures, the greater will be the 
number of men in the country who have 
passed through both the Army and the 
Army Reserve. These Royal Reserve 
battalions will show the hold which the 
State can keep on this body of trained 
men, and their quality when they return 
to the colours. I hope the noble Mar- 
quess’s account of the Royal Reserve 
battalions will justify the future con- 
sideration of a pension for men who, by 
serving in the Army, the Army Reserve, 
and in a home defence Reserve, hold 
themselves at the disposal of the State for 
twenty-five years. The second temporary 
measure for home defence is the partial 
‘embodiment of the Volunteer force. In 
| February last the Secretary of State for 
War mentioned that the whole Volunteer 
force was to be embodied for a period of 
twenty-eight days. The extreme gravity 
of the situation in the early part of 
February is fresh in your’ Lord- 
ships’ recollections. It was a_ situa- 
/tion upon which we do not care to 
| dwell, but which it would be culpable to 


| forget. Yet the announcement of the 
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noble Marquess at that particular moment | will serve as a roll call for the whole 
of the proposed embodiment of the | force. Any member not appearing should 
Volunteer force was not received with | be struck off the strength. Before we 
entire satisfaction. A strong opinion | commence the work of reconstruction let 
was expressed by those best qualified to | us be sure of the soundness of the material 
judge that to ask the Volunteers to serve | with which we build. If I understand 
for twenty-eight consecutive days was to | the history of the Volunteer force rightly, 
demand from them a duty which they were | the services of its members were origi- 
incapable of rendering to the State. For | nally intended to be a free gift to the 
this reason, no doubt, this Memorandum | nation from men whe were able to afford 
gives some greater latitude to the Volun- | the time and also the money necessary to 
teers. Twenty-eight days is considered | make the force self-supporting. That is 
a desirable period, but the capitation | not the character of the force now. To 
grant will be obtained by any Volunteer | some extent the Volunteers belong to the 
corps of which half the strength spends | same class as the Militia and the Line. 
fourteen days in camp. Officers and men | Last year this force cost the country 
will be paid at Army rates, and for this | £624,000. Inthis year of emergency the 
fortnight of soldiering will receive in | cost will be £1,230,000. The whole of 
addition a capitation grant of two) the Militia is now embodied. Perhaps 
guineas a man. For those corps who did | the noble Marquess could tell us the 
not fancy the emergency scheme an/| number of Militiamen..“now serving 
Easter outing has been provided. I) with the colours at home, exclud- 
regret that the original plan of embodying | ing all men liable for service with 
the whole force for twenty-eight days the Line, and also the number of regi- 
has been departed from, but I would | mental officers required to complete 
suspend all judgment upon the Volunteers | the establishment of Militia battalions 
until the end of this year, when we shall | at home, excluding all officers serving 
be in a position to appreciate at their; away from their battalions, but not 
true value the services rendered by the | seconded. Some extra bounties are 
Volunteer force to the country during the | offered to men to re-engage. A system 
present war. We shall then be able to | of bounties is no doubt the quickest way 
judge of the Volunteer force both for | of securing a return in the shape of men 
home defence and for foreign service. I during a time of emergency, but bounties 
feel sure that the Volunteer companies | carry with them the inseparable evil of a 
which have gone on active service to strong temptation to a prompt and reck- 
South Africa will do all that is asked of | less expenditure. I should prefer to see 
them. There is no doubt about that.|in the future separation allowances for 
The question is one of numbers. I under- the wives and families of married Militia- 
stand from a statement made by the| men. It is not possible for a married 
noble Marquess before Easter that sixty- Militiaman to send home any adequate 
seven companies were asked for for allowance to-his wife and family during 
active service, fifty-six were obtained, | the annual training. Some changes are 
and that 7,000 Volunteers were proposed of a more permanent character. 
sent to South Africa. It was decided | Militia recruits are to be trained fora 
that an equal number of waiting com-| period of six months instead of three 
panies should be maintained at home, but | months-—an alteration, in my opinion, of 
in March last only four such companies | doubtful benefit. I apprehend that this 
had come forward. It would be interest- doubled period of preliminary drill will 
ing to learn from the noble Marquess if | cause greater loss in recruits than gain in 
many Volunteers failed to pass the efficiency. It is proposed to form a 
medical examination for foreign service. | reserve for the Militia by allowing men 
The Volunteer force has never, so far as to purchase into the Reserve at a low 
I am aware, been subject to any medical | rate, and with this scheme I cordially 
examination, and I would suggest to the | concur, but I should add the obligation of 
noble Marquess the desirability for such | a few days annual attendance to fire a 
an examination at the present moment. certain number of rounds upon the range. 
There can be no reason why every | Tomake that plan a real success means a 
member of the force should not be | distinctly new departure on the part of 
required to attend at headquarters for | the War Office. It means that the War 
medical examination. This attendance | Office must make it their business to 


The Duke of Bedford. 
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study in a common-sense manner the con- 
venience of these men. The men should 
go to the range nearest their homes, and 
at the moment when their particular em- 
ployment is least urgent. If they pre- 
ferred to do so, they could fire their rounds 
in plain clothes, and then walk off home, 
or, if they liked, they could come into 
camp or barracks for a few days. Of 
course they must be paid, and, if married, 
they should receive a separation allow- 
ance. It is not reasonable to expect any 
man to starve his family because he has 
to give up work and go to target practice 
at some place most remote from his 
home. I gather that there is tc be some 
alteration, but I must refer to the noble 
Marquess for the exact nature, in the 
enlistment of the Militia. There is great 
need of change in this direction. Your 
Lordships are aware that there are now 
three distinct conditions of service in the 
Militia. There is the Militia proper, the 
Militia Reserve, and the Special Service 
Section of the Militia. These are vhree 
distinct conditions of service, but the 
same man may engage to fulfil them all 
three. The Militia Reserve and the 
Special Service Section of the Militia 
offer certain bounties to men willing to 
incur liabilities for foreign service. But 
there are men who, for perfectly good, 
honest reasons, do not consider them- 
selves justified in accepting the risks of 
service abroad. They therefore enlist in 
the Militia proper for home service, and 
refuse to take the bounties offered for 
foreign service. Many such men have 
lately found themselves over the seas 
without having in the past shared in the 
bounties offered in respect of liabilities 
which they considered they were not 
justified in accepting. Your Lordships 
admire the manner in which the Militia 
has volunteered for active service. The 
difficulties of Her Majesty’s Government 
would have been vastly increased 
had they not done so. But I 
dislike the plan of enlisting a man 
for one service, and inviting him, I may 
say expecting him, under circumstances 
where a refusal is not easy, to change the 
whole nature of his enlistment. The 
Militia wants more than 20,000 men to 
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8,000 being returned as absent without 
leave and not accounted for, the real 
deficit is nearly 30,000. I am not in the 
least surprised at this deficit. On the 
other hand, I marvel at the strength of 
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complete its present establishment, and, | 
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the Militia, considering the wet-blanket 
liberality of the War Office towards that 
force. It is proposed to raise some of 
the Militia battalions lately disbanded, in 
order that all Line battalions shall have 
their proper complement of Militia. 
Therefore, 35,000 men are required to 
complete the proposed establishment of the 
| Militia. To raise this force to its full 
authorised strength should be one of the 
first objects of the military authorities. 
The Militia—a paid, regularly disci- 
plined, trained, and medically inspected 
force—cost the country last year less than 
the Volunteers. ‘This year the Militia is 
to cost more by a million than the 
| Volunteers. If war, as these Estimates 
show, quadruples the value of the Militia, 
| why starve the force in times of peace ? 
|The Militia is constantly informed that 
| the War Office is most anxious to do all 
| that it can to promote its welfare. The 
_ tongue is free, but the hand is tight. To 
illustrate my point, I will venture to 
make a suggestion to the noble Mar- 
/quess. It is that Militia sergeant- 
|majors should be allowed the rank 
'of warrant officers. The pay and 
| allowance of Militia sergeant-majors are 
‘about 2s. per diem less than those of a 
| warrant officer in the Line. The widow 
'of a warrant officer of more than five 
| years service is also entitled to a pension, 
| but not so the widow of a Militia sergeant- 
|major. These differences in the matter 
of pay and pension are in themselves very 
‘serious to Militia sergeant-majors, but 
| what they feel far more keenly is the loss 
|of the rank. A warrant officer of only 
| one day’s rank is senior to a Militia 
| sergeant-major who has held that rank 
for more than twenty years. I believe 
that on embodiment Militia and Line 
sergeant-majors draw the same pay and 
| allowances, but this is not where the shoe 
| pinches. It is the loss of the rank of 
Many Line bandmasters 
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| 


| warrant officer. 
| are now attached to Militia battalions. A 
| Line bandmaster is a warrant officer, and, 
| therefore, of a superior rank to the Militia 
sergeant-major. I admit that the duties 
of a Militia sergeant-major during part 
of the year may be light, but during the 
training or embodiment they require 
more determination and discretion than 
'those of a Line sergeant-major, because 
Militiamen do not live all the year round 
under military discipline. A man who is 


not fit by past service in the Line for the 
rank of warrant officer is not fit to be 
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sergeant-major of a Militia battalion. I 
venture to suggest to the noble Marquess 
the advisability of giving to Militia 
sergeant-majors the rank of warrant 
officers. 
Militia battalions are annually reported 
upon by their commanding officers, 
with whom the responsibility rests 


of noting any articles unfit for ser-| 


vice. My experience, however, is that to 
report an article as unserviceable ensures 
a voluminous correspondence and nothing 
more. For example, the water-bottle 
now carried by the Militia is of wood, 
and known as the Italian pattern. It 
has proved most unsatisfactory in the 
Regular Army, and for that reason has 
been passed on to the Militia. Yet the 
transference of a faulty equipment does 
not alter its character. I am _ well 
acquainted with some hundreds of these 
bottles, and c2n only describe them as a 
dummy equipment. A sham equipment 


is not calculated to impress Militiamen | 
with the idea of the high value attached | 


to their services by the military authori- 
ties. I cannot refrain from bringing to 
the notice of the noble Marquess a matter 
in connection with the clothing of the 
Militia. 
it is the cause cf many decent lads not 
joining the Militia. It is the practice of 
making Militia recruits succeed to the 
trousers of their predecessors. Trousers 
which have been in use in the battalion 
for three years must complete their fourth 
year of service on the recruit. I hope 
the noble Marquess may see his way to 
ending this disgusting practice, and allow- 
ing the Militia recruit new and clean 
clothing upon joining, the same as in the 
Line, especially at the present moment 
when the Militia is embodied. A Line 
recruit is allowed a blue serge frock and 
trousers which can be used for fatigue 
work, whereas a Militiaman must pro- 
vide his own dress for fatigues or else 
spoil his better clothing, which ought 
to be kept clean for the purposes of 
drill and parades. I hope the noble 
Marquess may be able to see his 
way to treating the Militia in the 
same manner as the Line in this respect. 
The Militia takes over the cast-off equip- 
ment of the Line. That which is not 
good enough for the Line is plenty good 
enough for the Militia. This strikes the 
keynote not of the estimation professed 


the action pursued by them towards that | 
The Duke of Bedford. | 


{LORDS} 


The clothing and equipment of | 


. } 
I am sincerely glad to say that | 
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| force. The Militia must be inferior in 
| training to the Line. It would be very 
discreditable to the Line if such were not 
‘the case. It would mean that the Line 
wasted eleven months of the year. But 
action which marks that inferiority exer- 
cises a depressing influence upon the 
Militia and checks the development of 
the full value of that force. Since 1870 
four Acts of Parliament have dealt with 
‘the Militia, all in the direction of making 
the Militia into extra battalions of the 
Line. As the result the Militia is now 
closely allied with the Line. At the 
present moment the Militia is certainly 
not being used as an auxiliary force for 
home defence. The greater part of the 
Militia is abroad and upon active service 
in South Africa. We are informed that 
the connection between the Militia and 
the Line is to be made yet more com- 
plete in the future. This Memorandum 
strengthens that connection in an original 
manner by severing the Militia from the 
Line for purposes of administration, and 
placing it in a separate department under 
the same head as the Volunteers, a force 
‘dissimilar in character and origin. Pas- 
| sing to the Regular Army we see a change 
of a permanent character in relation to 
numbers. It is proposed to add seven 
| batteries of horse artillery, — thirty- 
|six batteries of field artillery, and 
‘twelve battalions of infantry, which, 
together with some increases of the 
| Royal Engineers and the Army Service 
| Corps, would represent 30,000 more men. 
|The Memorandum shows the number of 
battalions at home and abroad in June 
last. In that statement there is a heading 
“ battalions authorised but not yet raised, 
three.” Will the noble Marquess say any- 
thing as to the probable future of this 
heading ? How many battalions will it 
|ineclude next year, and for how many 
years will ‘battalions authorised, but 
' not yet raised” be added to the strength 
of the Army as the three here mentioned 
/areadded? If the Army and the Militia 
‘cannot be brought up to their present 
| strength, how is it possible to add 65,000 
men? The Government propose to do 
this, but they omit to say how. No doubt 
recruiting will go on briskly this year, 
| but a temporary accession, born of a 
‘moment of much military enthusiasm, 
| coupled with the lowering of the standard 


| and a larger acceptance of specials, cannot 


by the War Office for the Militia, but of | be reckoned a permanent source of supply. 


In the paragraph of the Memorandum 
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rlating to recruiting your Lordships will | details is to attach ther to a Militia 
note that in 1896 there were 28,532) battalion, greatly to the detriment of 
recruits, Whereas in 1899 there were|the Militia battalion. These details, 
42,700. In 1896 the standard was 5 feet | then, often amounting to more than 500 
finches ; in 1899 it was 5 feet 34 inches. | men, but with not more than three or 
At present it is 5 feet 3 inches. In 1896 | four officers, are dumped down with a 
there were 18 per cent. of specials, but in | Militia battalion, and the whole mass is 
1899 specials were 34 per cent. ; that is | left to work out its own organisation. It 
to say, one-third of the whole of the| may not be desirable to examine too 
recruits enlisted did not come up to the | closely into the quality of the men and 
standard of 5 feet 34 inches. In 1899 | the composition of the Regular Army 
there was a lower standard by half an| now at home, but it is certainly not 
inc, and, which is far more important, it | for the public interest to credit our pr2sent 
was departed from to nearly twice the | Army system with being able to carry on 
extent of 1896. One is inclined to ask | the war in South Africa, to maintain our 
of what use is a standard of physical garrisons all the world over at their 
development for recruits if it is) proper strength, and to leave a Regular 
| disregarded to the extent of one-third of Army of 90,000 men at home. The 
the whole number enlisted. The noble large number of the Regular Army now 
) Marquess told us in February last that the | at home is partly explained by the para- 
| number of soldiers of the Regular Army | graph dealing with recruiting. Since 
1 then at home was 110,000, 98,000 serving | 1896 we have been enlisting an ever 
) with the colours, and 12,000 in the Re-| increasing percentage of the special 
serve. Since then the Eighth Division | brand of recruit. It is hardly, I think, 
has been sent abroad. Ido not know the | a sufficient explanation to say that if 
exact number of the Eighth Division, or you enlist boys of eighteen of course 
how many Reservists were required to | you must keep them at home until they 
bring the regiments up to war strength. | reach. twenty, the age for foreign service 
There must, however, still remain up-| As far as I am aware, no attempt at 
wards of 90,000 men of the Regular Army | accuracy is made in ascertaining the age 
athome. If this force of 90,000 men of of recruits upon enlistment, or subse- 
the Regular Army at home isin any sense | queutly in ageing lads for foreign service. 
afield army, why is it necessary to raise A recruit is aged not by his birth cer- 
Royal Reserve battalions for home| tificate but by his declaration on attesta- 
defence? Why have the duties of the tion. Many lads enlisting in the Army 
Militia and the Regular Army been trans-/| and the Militia are really ignorant of 
posed, 90,000 men of the Regular Army their age. A recruit may be a special 
remaining at home, and the Militia going | for age as well as for size. Ifa boy says 
abroad and upon active service in South | he thinks he is seventeen years old but 
Africa? Why has the garrison of India | has the appearance of eighteen then he 
been dangerously depleted, and why | can be enlisted as a special for age. I do 
should the military member of the | not know how the age for foreign service 
Viceroy’s Council not contemplate any | —namely, twenty—is arrived at. Is the 
repayment of the forces withdrawn at noble Marquess prepared to say that a 
such an inopportune moment for India | medical officer would feel bound to pass 
for the next six months? I fear the ex-| or reject a lad for foreign service on 
planation is that the soldiers of the | account of his supposed age on attesta- 
Regular Army at home are not men, but |tion? A new term is greatly needed to 
boys, and small boys without the strength, | describe what is now erroneously called 
the training, equipment, and organisation | the first Army Reserve. By the term 
of a field army. The Regular Army at | “reserve” is meant a certain quantity of 
home consists principally of details—that | men, money, or material withheld from 
is, the odds and ends left behind by regi-| present use for future need. But that is 
ments who have gone abroad. These | not the case with the men of the Army 
details are left behind on account of their | Reserve. It is their part to supersede 
extreme youth and general unfitness. | the immature lads of the Regular Army 
They are very numerous, but I need not | at home, and to proceed in the first 
detain your Lordships by describing | instance abroad. The greater number of 
their organisation, because they have none. | the men serving with the colours remain 
The usual course of dealing with those | at home, and the Reservists take their 
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place as the first fighting line. Hence 
the term “reserve” is not only incorrect, 
but mischievously misleading. The War 
Office can and does do most extraordinary 
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things with Her Majesty’s Army, but it | 


cannot alter the meaning of the Queen’s 
English. Soon it will be necessary to 
have a key to terms in use at the War 
Office. For instance, the Army Reserve 
means the first fighting line. Men of the 
Regular Army serving with the colours 
at home mean immature lads to be left 
behind when the battalions go on service. 
The Militia Reserve means a body of men 
belonging to the Reserve of the Regular 
Army. An auxiliary force for home 
defence means the Militia, a great part of 
which is now abroad and on active service 
in South Africa. A home station means 
Gibraltar, many hundreds of miles over 


the sea. Looking for one moment 
to the future of Imperial defence, 
I can only see a choice between 


three plans. The first, to risk the safety 
of the Empire by continuing with an 
Army numerically inadequate for the 
duties which it is called upon to perform. 


The second, which I regard as absolutely | 


a last resort, to enforce conscription, the 
only possible form of which in this 


country is universal, recognising no class | 


distinctions and admitting no system of 
substitutes. The last, to substantially 
increase the pay of the Regular Army and 
Militia. It is, my Lords, to an increase 
in pay to which I look for that increase 
in the quality and quantity of the raw 
material which the military needs of the 
Empire now demand. But in dealing 
with the question of pay it is useless to 
proceed by a twopenny-halfpenny or even 
a threepenny policy, substituting for the 
old deferred pay an increase of 3d. per 
diem, giving to the Militiamen 3d. per 


diem for their messing, the same as in | 


the Line, offering to the three years men 
3d. extra per diem. If we are to realise 
the results which it is essential we should 
obtain, it is a question of increasing the 
daily pay of the non-commissioned officers 
and men of the Regular Army and of the 
Militia not by pence and halfpence, but 
by sixpences and shillings. 


*THE Ear oF GLASGOW : My Lords, 
I rise to call the attention of the Secretary 
of State for War to the correspondence 
between the War Office and a committee 
of the lieutenancy of the county of Ayr 
(21st November, 1899) relative to sug- 


The Duke of Bedford. 


{LORDS} 





Recruiting in Scotland. 1240 
| gestions as to improving the recruiting of 
'the county Militia, the 3rd Battalion 
Royal Scots Fusiliers. I am placed at a 
| great disadvantage in rising to address 
the House after the brilliant speech to 
| which we have just listened, but I feel 
that the matter to which I am about to 
call attention is one worthy of the con- 
sideration of your Lordships. The cir- 
cumstances under which the correspond- 
ence took place are these. The General 
Officer Commanding in Scotland having, 
through the officer commanding the 
twenty-first regimental district, ap- 
proached the Lord Lieutenant of Ayr- 
shire as to appointing a Militia Committee 
in the county, with the object of rais- 
ing the local Militia regiment up 
to the required standard in numbers, a 
meeting of deputy lieutenants and others 
was held on 21st November, when a com- 
mittee of the lieutenancy’’was appointed 
with powers. A sub-committee was 
afterwards selected to draw up a report. 
I wish to call your Lordships’ attention to 
the fact that this sub-committee of the 
lieutenancy was composed of officers who 
have served for many years in the county 
Militia, and who were thoroughly 
acquainted with its necessities. I do not 
intend to take up the time of your Lord- 
ships by reading the report, but I will 
give a short résumé of its contents. We 
began by stating that there had been a 
| gradual decline in the strength of the 
regiment for many years, and after point- 
ing out that the prosperous state of trade 
was probably against recruiting, we drew 
attention to the present system of train- 
ing Militia recruits in barracks as one of 
the principal causes of the falling off in 
recruiting. We went on to say that— 
“At one time there were practically no 
j|cases of enlisting in the Line through 
the Militia; now about an average ot 
forty men do so annually. In this district 
during the winter an average of about 200 
men join the Militia, and attend at Ayr depét 
|for drill. Of these about forty enlist in the 
Line, only about thirty-five turn up at the 
assembly of the Militia, and the remainder are 
never accounted for. It is asserted that the 
public consider the training of the Militia re- 
cruits in barracks a trap to induce them to 
enlist in the Line, and to thisend the military 
authorities have sacrificed the interests of the 
Militia.” 

The committee recommend that the 
system of preliminary training in regi- 
mental depots should be abolished, and 
| that Militia recruits should in future be 
| trained under their own officers and per- 
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an important recommendation. 


manent staff at some place separate and 
distinct from the regimental depot. We 
then referred to the withdrawal of 
“bringing money” and “half bounty,” 
formerly paid on attestation. I do not 
propose to enlarge on this matter, except 
to point out that since the cutting off of 
these allowances to the recruit and 
recruiter, and the practice of drilling 
recruits at the depot at any period of the 
year, it has been found impossible to get 
sufficient recruits for the preliminary drill 
in camp. The committee recommended 
the re-institution of these allowances. 
We also criticised the recruiting for the 


| Militia by Volunteer sergeant-instructors 


and Yeomanry squadron-sergeant-majors. 


| We pointed out that these officers think 
| of their own regiments and not of the 


requirements of the Militia, and we went 
on to recommend that the permanent 
staff of the Militia should ordinarily 
reside in the recruiting centres through- 


out the county so as to become acquainted | 


with the people and more in touch with 
the class from which they wish to recruit 
for their own regiment. We think this 
We then 
complain of the clothing. As the noble 
Duke has referred to the trousers of the 
Militia, I shall not take up your Lord- 
ships’ time on that part of the subject ; 
but I consider that the tunics require just 
as much to be renewed as the trousers. 
We go on to deplore the difficulty now 
experienced in the county in finding 


officers for the Militia, and we point | 
out that in our own county there are | 


{25 May 1900} 
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ceiving the reply from the War Office, 
made up their minds that they would not 
proceed further with any correspondence 
on this matter. I, together with one or 
two of my friends, did not feel quite 
satisfied that nothing else could be done. 
We first hoped that this would be 
brought before the House of Commons, 
but, failing that, it has devolved upon 
me to do my best to lay it before 
your Lordships. I will now give you the 
purport of the reply from the Secretary 
of State for War. The noble Marquess, 
|after thanking the committee with his 
usual courtesy, directed that we should be 
informed, with regard to the statement as 
to training Militia recruits in barracks 
being unpopular, that it was hardly borne 
out by facts or experience, as the recruit- 
ing for the battalion has not, on the whole, 
| fallen off, 129 recruits having been raised 
in 1895, 181 in 1896, 196 in 1897, 220 in 
1898, and 156 in 1899. But our conten- 
tion is that in all probability we would 
have had a great many more recruits, or, 
at any rate, that we would have kept the 
recruits we already had. This is actually 
admitted in the next paragraph of the 
War Office reply, which is as follows— 

‘‘The number of absentees from the training 
| is decidedly high, and no satisfactory explana- 
| tion is forthcoming. The number of recruits 
joining the Line threugh the Militia is not 
| abnormally high, taking into consideration the 
number of recruits raised annually. The 
theory that the training of Militia recruits in 
barracks is considered a trap to induce them to 
enlist in the Lineis hardly consistent with the 
fact that the take of recruits has not 
diminished on the whole.” 





nearly 2,500 men serving in the Yeo-| 


manry cavalry, two and a half battalions 
of infantry Volunteers, and six batteries 


of Volunteer artillery, for which great | 


difficulty has been experienced in finding 
officers. We finally recommended that 
no officer transferred to the Militia from 








the Army should be eligible for field rank 


unless he held a qualification by residence | 


in, or connection with, the county, or 
was otherwise considered by the Lord 
Lieutenant to be a suitable officer to 
succeed to the command. These, my 
Lords, were the recommendations which 
were drawn up and sent to the General 


Officer Commanding in Scotland, and of | 


which we sent a copy to the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for War. 
{ now turn to the War Office reply, 


which practically traverses all our recom- | 


mendations, and that being the case, the 
committee of the lieutenancy, on re- 


|My Lords, the expianation why the num- 
'ber of recruits who do not attend the 
training is decidedly high is that during 
| the winter, when work is slack, men go to 
the barracks for preliminary drill, but 
when the summer comes, being a class 
who only make a convenience of the 
barracks during the winter, they do not 
come back again. We still hold to the 
opinion that training in barracks is un- 
satisfactory, and that it will not encourage 
/men to join the Militia. The part of the 
| War Office reply to which we take the 
most objection is the following— 

“Tt is not considered practicable to adopt a 
system of preliminary training away from 
| depéts, or to train Militia recruits under 
their own officers at places away from the 
depots.” 


|The Ayrshire Regiment has been in the 
habit of training away from barracks for 
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thirty-five years, and it is only during | 
the last four years that it has been| 
obliged to train in barracks. How can it | 
be considered inpracticable to do what 
this regiment has done for so many 
years? I presume the stress in the sentence 
should be laid on the word “system,” | 
but why should there be a hard-and- | 
fast rule? Counties differ, and why 
should not that course be retained which 
experience in the past has proved to be 
satisfactory ? The following figures will 
show the difference between the two 
systems of training, at any rate in the 
Ayrshire Regiment. To begin with, in 
1889 the strength of the regiment was 
850, and in 1899 its strength was only 
490. During all that time training 
occurred in barracks. But, more than 
that, since the adoption of the 
new system it has been the rule that, 
if seventy-five recruits could be pro- 
duced at the usual time for forming camps 
for preliminary training, a camp might 
still be formed for Militia recruits under 
their own officers with their own adjutant 
and drill instructors. The last year 
when that number could be produced was 
1896, since which all have been drilled in 
barracks. For the purposes of comparison 
I take the figures of 1896 and compare 
them with those of 1899. The following 
is the result. In 1896 the establishment 
was 786. The absentees and deserters 
numbered seventy-five, reducing the 
strength to 711, or a loss of about 10 per 
cent. In 1899 the 
610. The absentees numbered 151, re- 
ducing the strength to 479, ora loss of 
over 20 per cent. Although we admit 
that there are many causes which have 
tended to a reduction in the number of 
recruits, there can be no doubt that the 
drilling of Militia in barracks is the great 
cause of the falling off in the numbers of 
that force. I trust the noble Marquess 
will kindly give his consideration to this 
matter at his leisure. 


Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, I 
would not trouble your Lordships with 
any observations this evening if I did not 
feel that I could say something with 
reference to what has fallen from the 
noble Lord who has just sat down which 
might be of interest. The regiment 
which was commanded by my noble friend 


the Earl of Galloway was 1,200 strong | 


when I knew it twenty years ago, and it 
maintained its strength until the unfortu- 


The Earl of Glasgow. 


establishment was | 
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nate regulation came into force which 
provided that recruits, instead of going in 
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camp for three months or two months 
| before the regiment came out, and being 


drilled by their own officers, should be 
sent to thedepot. I will instance another 
regiment—the Highland Borderers. That 
regiment fell from 800 strong to 400 
when the recruits were drilled in barracks 
and not in camp. On the other 
hand, I was able to maintain my regi- 
ment over 1,000 strong and to send it 
out to South Africa over 900 strong. 
Why was this? Because by a merciful 
act of Providence we could not send our 
recruits to the depét at Stirling, and 
always drilled them in camp two months 
before the regiment came out. The 
reason recruits are lost after enlistment 
is very easy to explain. Recruits when 
they come down to camp every year be- 
come known to the officers, to the 
adjutant, and to the whole of the staff, 
and by the time they are drilled 
they are ear-marked, so to speak, 
and find it ditticult to desert. Militia re- 
cruits dislike being drilled in a depdt, 
because they are not drilled under their 
own officers, and are looked down 
upon by the Line. During the whole 
time I had the honour of representing the 
county of Renfrew in another place I con- 
tinually urged the desirability of the regi- 
ment having its own recruits with it, but 
I always received the same answer— 
namely, that it could not be done. But 
it isdone in the case of my own regiment, 
and we always keep up our numbers. [ 
do think that in this emergency, when 
we wish to get every good recruit we can 
for the Reserve forces, we should ask the 
War Office to adopt the methods most 
calculated to attract recruits. At present 
the habits of the Militia recruits are not 
studied ; and a reversion to the old plan 
would, in my opinion, have a good effect 
upon recruiting. It may not be necessary 
to make a hard-and-fast rule, for in some 
districts colonels may find it desirable to 
drill in depéts. But I do hope the noble 
Marquess will turn his attention to this 
question, and, if possible, revert to a 
system which always gave a good number 
of recruits to the Militia regiments. 


THE Marquess or GRANBY: My 
_Lords, I venture to emphasise the ne- 
cessity that exists at the present moment 
| for adopting a scheme which may have 
| the effect of securing more recruits both 
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for the Regular Army and the Reserve 
forces. It may be hoped that some of 
the regiments now in South Africa will 
soon be coming home, and I am afraid it 
will be found that they will be greatly 


depleted by the withdrawal of the time- | 


expired men, the men suffering from 
illness, and the Reservists ; and an almost 
unprecedented condition of things will 
have to be faced. It must be remembered 
that the growing calls on recruiting will 
be further increased by the necessity of 
maintaining for some years to come a 
larger force in South Africa than has 
been usual ; and it is difficult to see how 
the number required can be obtained ex- 


cept by increasing the advantages of the | 
service, and by the British taxpayers | 


dipping their hands still deeper into their 
pockets. I hope that the noble Marquess 


will seriously consider the question. The | 


noble Marquess does not in the Memo- 
randum go very far into the subject of 
recruiting. 
now at the very height of the war 
fever, but before very long the country 
wil! get back to its normal temperature, 


and then it cannot be expected that much | 
above the average number of recruits is | 
If that is so, 1 am | 


likely to be obtained. 
afraid it will be extremely difficult to get 
sufficient men to fill up the regiments 


now in South Africa, and to replace the | 
men drawn from India and the colonies. | 
I would ask the noble Marquess whether | 


anything more definite has been decided 
with regard to the additional twelve Line 
battalions mentioned in the Memorandum 
issued in February. 
would be glad to know if it has been 


decided from what districts the additional | 


battalions are to be raised, and, if so, 
whether those districts are selected on 


any regular system, or whether they are | 


taken solely because they are the best for 
recruiting purposes, which, perhaps, ismost 
essential. | am sure it is your Lordships’ 
wish, as well as that of the country, that we 
should have not a phantom Army, but a 
most real, practical, and businesslike 
Army. 


{25 May 1900} 


As has been said, we are) 


I think the country | 
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| deeply and bitterly felt by the officers of 
| the entire Militia force. I wish to call 
| your Lordships’ attention particularly to 
quartermasters of embodied Militia. 
| Quartermasters of Militia are officers who 
| have been selected from the non-commis- 
sioned ranks for the extremely good 
work they have done whilst in the Army, 
and it surely cannot be the intention of 
the War Office that those excellent 
officers should be heavily mulcted when 
having to do extra duty during the 
embodiment of Militia. These men in 
‘nine cases out of ten have to go from 
'home, and are crippled _ financially 
|thereby. A small amount would put this 
' matter right, and the quartermasters would 
be grateful. I would ask the noble 





| Marquess to extend to them the 
|4s. messing allowance given during 


regular training, or allow them to partici- 
pate in the £100 given to Militia officers 
when disembodied. There is another 
class of officer for whom I would ask the 
noble Marquess to do something. I refer 
to the officer who has retired from the 
| Army with half-pay for ten years for ser- 
vice in the Militia. On the embodiment 
of the Militia he loses his half-pay, so that 
an officer who has retired into the Militia 
with ten years half-pay on condition of 
serving in the Militia if embodied, only 
receives nine and a half years half-pay 
instead of ten years, if the Militia is em- 
bodied for six months. I would suggest 
to the noble Marquess that the half-pay 
should be extended by a number of 
months equivalent to the period during 
which the regiment had been embodied. 
I join with my noble friend the Duke of 
Bedford in urging that the rank of 
warrant officer should be given to the 
Militia sergeant-major. This is a point 
upon which the permanent staff of the 
Militia feel most strongly. With regard 
| to recruiting for the Militia, I desire to 
| bear my humble testimony to the fact 
| that the question of preliminary drill is a 
/most important one. I know that the 
| War Office have been in favour of drilling 
| on enlistment, because they are enabled 
| in that way to induce a number of Militia 





*LorD RAGLAN: My Lords, I rise to | recruits to go into the Regular Army. 
emphasise the complaint which has been | This has been fatal to the numbers of 
made of the treatment to which the | Militia recruits, and I have known many 
Militia are subjected by the War Office, regiments to be utterly ruined by this 
which, as the noble Duke (the Duke of | practice. Another matter in which the 
Bedford) said, is extremely generous in | Militia has been treated badly is that of 
words, but not so generous in deeds. Ques-| tents. When my regiment was embodied 
tions such as those of rank have been most on the lst May—the weather was not 
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altogether pleasant—we had tents issued | 
to us at the rate of one tent for every | 
twelve men. I believe the scale of | 
camping equipment has been revised since, 
and that we are to get one tent for every | 
ten mer but this is a most inadequate | 
number. 
every three men in the Yeomanry, one 
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for every ten men in the Militia is con- | 
Moreover, the Militia | 


sidered sufficient. 


{LORDS} 


While one tent is supplied for | 
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| because you know he has other ties and 
‘other duties which forbid his under. 
taking this responsibility, so you engage 
'him upon one understanding and come 
down at a time of emergency and 
appeal to his moral feeling, to his sense 


of honour, patriotism, and _ courage, 
‘and you say to him, “You can- 
not refuse to go to the front.” 


You call it volunteering, but it is com- 


are not entitled to any tent boards, | pulsion, and it is the best men who feel 


although the Yeomanry and Volunteers | 
receive them. I do not know whether | 
this difference is due to the Militia | 


the compulsion most. There are many 
good men who did not volunteer to go to 
the front, and I contend that a man who, 


being considered extra hardy, or whether | knowing that he has those at home 


they are not thought worthy of tent | 
boards. 


| dependent on his labour, consents to bear 


the odium which may attach to refusing 
' to volunteer, shows a great deal of moral 


THE DukrE or NORTHUMBERLAND): | courage, and ought to be praised rather 
My Lords, I quite agree with what has | than blamed. If such wars as that in which 


fallen from many noble Lords with regard | 
to the Militia ; and as to drilling, I think 


that drilling with the regiment is of far | 
taken, then your Army system is a bad 


more value than drilling at the depot. 
But it seems to me that in this, as in 
many other things connected with the 
Militia, and perhaps with the Army also, 
one great solution of the difficulty is to 
give more discretion to the commanding 
officers. If the War Office would but 
recognise this elementary fact, that a man 
is either fit to command a regiment or he 
is not, if they would put confidence in 
the commanding officer and give him the 
utmost discretion in the drilling of his 
recruits ani in other matters connected 
with Militia management, and then deal 
severely with him if the results were not 
satisfactory, I believe the force would 
gain enormously. I desire to refer 

the practice touched upon by the 
noble Duke (the Duke of Bedford) 
of practically compelling men who have 
engaged for one form of service to join in 
another. I am quite willing to admit—I 
should be the first to admit—that every- 
one of us is bound to engage in what- 
the defence 


ever service is necessary for 
and the welfare of the country, but I 
venture to say that an Army system 


which can only meet occasiens like the 
present by appealing to men to embark 
in a service which they never contem- 
plated when they engaged is not. satis- 
factory, and ought to be altered. It seéms 
tu me—although, of course, it is not 
intentionally so—a cowardly and unfair 
thing to do. You dare not ask your 
Militiaman or your Volunteer when you 
enlist him to engage for foreign service, 
Lord Raglan. 


| we are now engaged and wars ofa similar 


| kind are to be regarded as emergencies of 


a character to justify this course being 


one and should be amended. I amafraid 


| the evil will be a very far-reaching one. 
|The Government are now proposing to 
‘raise a force of retired Volunteers who 
|are only to be liable for home service. 
| This is an admirable proposition, but I can 
|conceive some retired officers asking what 


guarantee have they for relying upon the 
wordof theGovernment that they will only 
be asked to engage in the defence of their 
country, seeing that other home forces 
have been invited to volunteer for service 
abroad. Iam sure of this, that by their 
action in regard to the Militia and the 
Volunteers the Government are endanger- 
ing these very valuable forces for home 
defence. There are many men and officers 
who might otherwise feel themselves 
justified in joining the Militia or Volun- 
teers, but who wili feel in future that, if 
these claims are to be put upon them in 
time of war, their other duties are too 
important to allow of their engaging in 
the service. Your Lordships should 
remember that there is a considerable 
number of young men of spirit who would 
join the Army itself if they did not feel 
that there was some very good reason for 
their not going abroad in time of war, 
and therefore the very best officers you 
would get for the Militia you will lose 
if you Teave them to suppose that they 

may be sent out of the country in time of 
war, practically by compulsion. I trust 
the noble M: arquess will be able to give us 


some assurance that the Army sy stem in 
\ 
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the future will be so constituted that | 


these dangers will not arise. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: After the able and 
clear speech of the noble Duke, I shall 
limit the few remarks which I am going 
to make to the one branch of the service 
that has not yet been touched upon. I 
refer to the future position of the cavalry. 
The cavalry is referred to in the Memo- 
randum of the noble Marquess in two 
lines. The noble Marquess states that— 


“Four cavalry regiments will be formed 
from men of the Reserve squadrons, now in 
this country, of cavalry regiments abroad.” 


That means that it is proposed to take 
the men from the Reserve squadrons of 
those regiments now in South Africa, and 
therefore it does not appear to me that 
you are adding one single man to the 
cavalry. You are going to add a field 
officer or two, perhaps, but the men will 
be the men who ought to be in the fourth 
squadrons now left at home; and, after 
all, they are not very efficient. They are 
the men who have been left at home 
because they have not passed the medical 
examination, or because they are recruits 
or under age. I think it would be 
well, if your Lordships would allow me, 
to state what was the position of 
the cavalry before the present war. 
broke out. We then had nominally 
thirty-one regiments of cavalry on the 
foreign and home service. So far as the 
officers were concerned, they were more 
or less complete. Each regiment had its 
colonel, its four majors, its five captains, 
and about a dozen or fourteen subalterns ; 
but in regard to men and horses, there 
was not one solitary regiment on the 
home establishment which could put 
two complete and effective squadrons in 
the field. Each regiment had, I believe, 
about 650 men, rank and file, but only 
about 400 horses, including remounts and 
young horses. It must be apparent that 
a cavalry soldier is only useful as long as 
he has a horse, and, therefore, the real 
strength of each of these regiments—the 
number of useful men—was limited to 
400. When a squadron goes on service 
its strength is supposed to be 200 
mounted men, besides details. Therefore, 
I am correct in saying that there was not a 
single regiment on the home service which 
had two effective squadrons. It may be 
asked, how used they to get along when 
there was a field day, a review, or a 
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| be 


'were not used to the ranks. 
/want to impress upon Her Majesty’s 
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manceuvre? Why, the fourth squadron 
was broken up and the efficient men 
added to the other three squadrons. 
When the cavalry was mobilised each of 
the regiments was ordered to be made up 
into three effective squadrons of 200 men 
and details. A number of the men and 
horses failed to pass the medical exami- 
nation, and at least one-third—I might 
say nearly one-half—of each of these 
squadrons, both men and horses, had to 
obtained elsewhere. Where did 
they come from? The men came 
from the Reserves, and the horses 
from the omnibus proprietors and 
hunting establishments of the country. 
These Reserves had perhaps never 
ridden a horse since they left the 
service, and they had to ride horses which 
What I 
is that it is 


Government not more 


Reserve regiments that we want; it is 
/not more officers that we want. 


What 
we do want is that our regiments shall be 
real regiments, and not sham or skeleton 
regiments. I think that before they 
begin to arrange for new regiments—for 
new paper regiments—the Government 
should tell us how they are going to fill 
up the ranks of the existing regiments. 
I agree with what Lord Granby said 
when he told us that we must remember 

/that at the end of the war, when the 

|regiments come home, there will be a 
great depletion of the ranks, and I 
should like to know what prepara- 
tions the Government have made with 
regard to the cavalry of the future. 
The noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government the other day told the Prim- 
rose ladies to prepare fora European war, 
or used words to that effect. If that is 
the case we must be prepared with our 
cavalry, because, even supposing our 
cavalry were brought up to the strength 
at which they were sent out to South 
Africa, they would still be below the 
strength of the cavalry in foreign brigades. 
There are three regiments of nine squad- 
rons in each brigade, or 1,800 men ; but 
the foreign brigades consist of three 
regiments of four squadrons each, or 
2,400 men. Apart from the question 
that we should be fighting brigade for 
brigade at a great disadvantage, let us 
remember the immense wear and tear and 
strain there must be upon our men 
if we have to do patrol duty and 
scouting at the same strength as our 





















{LORDS} 


adversary with only three-fourths'of the friend Lord Blythswood, in connection 
men. It means less nights in bed and | with the Militia Force, of which I com. 
less rest for the horses. I hope we shall | manded a battalion for over twenty years 
hear something from the noble Marquess | to confirm what he has said, namely, 
which will show us that the Government | that the present system of drilling 
do appreciate the state the cavalry was in recruits in barracks has proved a perfect 
precedent to the war. The present | failure, and to join with the various 
arrangement, which is supposed to be an | noble Lords who have spoken in express. 
ideal one, is that each squadron is to be|ing the hope that the noble Marquess 
self-contained, and that the squadron-/the Secretary of State for War will lose 
major is responsible for his own squad- | no time in reverting to the old system of 
ron ; but what is the use of a commander | preliminary drill under the Militia adju- 
of a squadron drilling his men and taking | tant. 

great trouble with the bitting and the 

riding of his horses if at the very| *THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
moment he is to embark for war he has | My noble friend Lord Blythswood, who 
fifty or sixty fresh horses and fifty or | occupies, I understand, a position of im. 
sixty fresh men thrown into his ranks? I | portance in connection with the Com- 
think there can be no doubt that the | mittee of Service Members of this House, 
three branches of the service which have | reminded your Lordships just now that 
been most neglected are the Militia, the | he sat for some time for a Scottish con- 
Artillery, and the Cavalry. I do not/stituency. I am sure that during his 
believe that the Artillery and the Cavalry experience in Scotland he must have 
will ever be efficiently organised or sufti- | become familiar with the -process which 
ciently looked after until you have some |I believe is known as “ heckling,” and I 
department at the War Office which takes | cannot help thinking that, reminded, no 
an interest in these branches of the ser- | doubt, of the manner in which on different 
vice. It is absolutely necessary in the | occasions he must have held his own 
case of the Cavalry that you should have | single-handed against the electors of 
a thoroughly efficient and zealous Adju- Renfrew, he may have desired to see a 
tant General at the War Office over that member of Her Majesty’s Government 
portion of the Army. Another question | occupying a similar position. But | 
which will have to be considered is that | certainly do not complain of the heck- 
at the present moment there are very few | ling to which I have been subjected 
barracks in England where the whole of | this evening, and I will do my 
even a small cavalry regiment couid be | best within the limits of time I can allow 
put up. Some are put up at outquarters ;/ myself to deal with the points to which 
but it must be clear that if the cavalry | noble Lords have referred in their 
regiments of the future are to be | speeches. I take in the first place the 
thoroughly efficient and to be taught | admirable speech, if I may be allowed to 
scouting, patrol duty, and the other duties | say so, of the noble Duke who opened the 
incident to war, the commanding officers debate. He did not spare his criticism, 
of those regiments must have them under | but he accompanied it with the frank 
their command, and be able to put them | admission, which I listened to with the 
through their work in a proper manner. I | greatest pleasure, that in some respects 
will conclude by asking the noble Mar- | he regarded the conduct of this campaign 
quess if he can give us some more infor-| by the War Office as deserving of all 
mation with regard to the small two-line | commendation. I wish all the critics of 
paragraph in his Memorandum which I | the War Office would follow the noble 
have quoted. | Duke’s example. Our experience of them 
| is that they are apt to perform one part 
*Tue Eart or GALLOWAY: My of their task with the utmost vigour; 
Lords, although I had for some fifteen | they look through the strongest magnify- 
years the honour of holding a commission | ing glass they can find at our faults 
in the cavalry, I do not propose to follow | and imperfections, but they persistently 
the noble Lord who has just sat down in | turn a blind eye to anything that has 
dealing with that part of the subject, but | been even moderately well done. 
I agree generally with the suggestions he | The noble Duke asked, in the first place, 
has made. I only rise, owing tomy name for information with regard to the 
having been mentioned by my noble | battalions of veterans to which we have 


Lord Heneage. 
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given the name of Royal Reserve | dissected it would be found that it repre- 
battalions. We have received 30,000 sents an amount of about £180 per man 
applications for enrolment in these | of such a reserve force as we are dis- 
battalions, and up to the present time cussing. The noble Duke knows that on 
about 20,000 men have actually been so | this occasion the men have come to us for 
enrolled. I think that when I mentioned | a bounty of £22, and my own impression 
this subject to your Lordships in February | is that it would be a better arrangement 
I made a rough estimate to the effect that | for the public that we should, if necessary, 
the number of these Reserve battalions | increase that bounty rather than create a 
would probably stand at somewhere about | new class of pensioned Reservists. I hope 
that figure. I am glad to say we have | the noble Duke will understand that it is 
received from the generals of districts the | not to the idea of such a Reserve, but to 
most satisfactory accounts of the quality | the great cost of such a system of pensions 
of these men. They are described by all | as he has suggested, that I take objection. 
the generals whose verdicts I have had an | Then the noble Marquess on the Bench 
opportunity of seeing as being very ex-| below (the Marquess of Granby) asked 
cellent material. I think, indeed, it is| me for information with regard to the 


j somewhat of a misnomer to describe them | new infantry battalions of which the 


as veterans. Many of these men entered | formation was announced. Those _bat- 
the Army at eighteen years of age and | talions will consist ot two battalions of 
they left the Reserve after completing Irish Guards, two battalions of the North- 
their twelve years service, which would | umberland Fusiliers, two battalions of the 
bring them to the age of about thirty or Liverpool Regiment, two battalions of the 
not much more, and they certainly are in | Worcester Regiment, two battalions of the 
many cases men who may fairly be Middlesex Regiment, and two battalions 
described as quite in the prime of life. of the Manchester Regiment. We have 
Then the noble Duke asked me whether | made considerable progress in the forma- 
the result of the experiment was to en-| tion of most of these battalions. The 
courage us to regard with favour the idea | Irish Guards, of course, have only just 
of forming a number of these men intoa | been ‘begun, but in regard to the others, 
standing Reserve, into which they might | including the three battalions previously 
passafter they have completed theirterm of authorised but not raised till this year, 
seven years with the colours and five years | we have an average of 370 men per 
in the ordinary Reserve, and in which | battalion already, and between nine and 
they might spend thirteen years more, | ten officers to each battalion. I may per- 
bringing their service up to a total | haps say, as I am referring to this newly 
of twenty-five years. That is the created force, that the three new cavalry 
time at which the noble Duke | regiments which we are raising—a 
indicated that they might become Dragoon regiment, a Hussar regiment, 
entitled to pensions. I am afraid that and a Lancer regiment—average 500 men 
an arrangement of that kind, although it and 270 horses each; and of the new 
might give us a very fine body of men, | batteries of artillery I am able to say that 
would be a very bad bargain for the of the seven horse artillery batteries to be 
public. It would lead to a greatinflation raised all have been raised, and of the 
of the Vote which we must always desire thirty-six field artillery batteries we 
to keep down—namely, the non-effective undertook to raise thirty have been 
Vote. It was the rapid growth of the raised, and we have in these batteries 
non-effective Vote which had a great deal | about 130 men per battery. In the case 
to do with the abolition of long service, of the horse artillery batteries we have 
and I should be very sorry indeed to see thirty-four horses out of an establishment 
a large number of pensioners brought on of ninety, while in the case of the field 
to it under such an arrangement as_ batteries we have eighteen horses out of 
the noble Duke proposes. I have an establishment of sixty. That is, of 
made inquiries as to the cost of such an course, only a beginning, but it is a sub- 
arrangement, and I am told that if we | stantial beginning, and I think it is as 
were to give 6d. a day pension after | much as we could be expected to achieve 
twenty-five years to the whole of our ex- | in the time we have had at our disposal. 
Reservists, we should have to add to the | Then I was asked some questions as to 
Army Estimatessomethinglike £2,000,000 the Volunteer force. The number of days 
ayear. I believe that if that sum were , for which it was originally contemplated 
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that the special camps of instruction | which are likely to arise when hostilities 
should be held this year was twenty-eight | have broken out, or are on the point of 
days ; but it became very evident that it | breaking out. I trust, therefore, that I 
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would be impossible to expect the 
Volunteers generally throughout the 
country to remain in camp so long a time. 
The House is aware that we ended by 
deciding to accept a period of fourteen 
days, and I think I mentioned that out of 
216 Volunteer corps not less than 179 
have agreed to go into camp on those 
terms. As to the medical examination 
of the Volunteers, 1 am not able to say 
how many of the men who joined the 
special service battalions were rejected by 
the doctors. The examinations were con- 
ducted locally. We have not received 
reports, and I cannot therefore answer 
this question. I need not remind the 
House that the fact of a man being 
rejected as unfit for foreign service does 


not necessarily mean that he was unfit to. 


Under 


carry a rifle for home defence. 


the Bill which I introduced the other | 
evening—a Bill enabling a certain number | 
of Volunteers to accept liability for | 


foreign service—we shall certainly make 


it an essential condition that no man | 


should be admitted to the special service 
sections unless he is able to pass a medical 
examination. I think the noble Duke is 
perhaps under a misapprehension in regard 


to this matter ; I understood him to sug- | 


gest that the men at present serving in 
the Volunteer force were notsubject to any 
medical examination. That was the case a 
few years ago, but in the year 1896 we 
made the change which, I think, the noble 
Duke desires, and no Volunteer is 
now admitted to the force unless he 
is able to satisfy the doctor that he is 
physically sound and fit. I was struck 
by what was said by the noble Duke 
on the back bench in regard to what he 
conceived to be the unfairness, both to 
Militia and Volunteers, of enlisting them 
upon the understanding that they were 
liable only for home defence, and then 
inviting them to serve abroad under cir- 
cumstances which might render it diffi- 
cult for any but a very strong-minded 
man to withhold his consent. It is to 
meet this very objection that we propose in 
the Bill to which I referred just now to 
make arrangements that any Volunteers 
who really are desirous of rendering 
themselves liable for service out of the 


| shall have the support of the noble Duke 
| when that Bill comes before your Lord- 


| ships’ House. 


__ THE DuxE or NORTHUMBERLAND; 
| Will you include the Militia ? 
| _*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: No, 
I will say a word about the Militia pre- 
| sently. The first point as to which I was 
| questioned in regard to the Militia was 
‘the number of men who are at home. 
| That number, not counting the Militia 
Reserve, stands at 66,000. I arrive at 
'it in this way. The grand total of the 
| Militia force on the Ist of this month 
was 99,000. Of these 22,000 are at this 
moment abroad; 11,000 belong to the 
Militia Reserve. If you take 33,000 from 
99,000 you have a total left at home of 
66,000 men. The noble Duke wanted to 
_know how we are off for Militia officers. 
The establishment of Militia officers is 
2,531; the strength is 2,551, so that we 
are at this moment a little over our estab. 
lishment of Militia officers. Then I must 
correct a rather serious mistake into 
which the noble Duke fell—I hope it was 
‘not any statement of mine that led him 
to makeit. He evidently is under the 
impression that we have announced that. 
in future the Militia recruit is to be 
| trained for six months. I am not aware of 
| any suchannouncement having been made. 
Ido admit very frankly to the noble Duke 
| that, amongst the possible measures of 
‘reform which might be introduced in 
regard to the Militia, I do contemplate as 
|conceivable that the period of recruit 
| drill should be extended. Under the 
present law we have the power of making 
‘that drill last for six months, but that has 
| never been done up to the present time. 
| My impression is that the lengthening of 
the course of recruit drill which has 
already taken place—and the noble Duke 
knows it has been considerably added to 
of recent years—has been very greatly 
to the advantage of the Militia force. 
Then I was asked questions with regard 
to various minor matters affecting the 
| Militia as to which I should like to say 4 
word. I was asked whether I would 
‘consider the propriety of giving the 





country should make an arrangement Militia a separation allowance during 
with us deliberately beforehand, and not | their ordinary training. That is a pot 
amidst the enthusiasm and excitement | which will have to be reserved. for con- 


The Marques; of Lansdowne. 
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sideration with other points affecting the | admit that the present water-bottle is quite 
Militia force. As the noble Duke knows, | so bad as the noble Duke has painted it. 
the separation allowance is given when Then the noble Duke asked why, if we 
the Militia are embodied, and at this are as desirous as we profess to be of 
moment the whole force is embodied and establishing a close connection’ between 
is entitled to the separation allowance. I the Line and the Militia, we place the 
would say the same of the proposal to create | Militia under a special officer of the head- 
a Reserve for the Militia, by which I mean, | quarters staff of the Army. He described 
as the noble Duke does, something very | the Militia as being under a separate 
different from the present Militia Reserve. head. I do not think that is quite 
That is a question which must be con- an accurate description of the facts. 
sidered hereafter. I now come tosugges- Since 1871 the control of the Militia has 
tions which were made in the course of | beentransferred fromthe Lords-Lieutenant 
this discussion in regard to which I think to the Crown, and ever since that the 
we may well take action without further Militia has been, like the rest of the 
delay. I had occasion some time ago to Army, under the supreme command of 
look into the question of the claim of the Commander-in-Chief. It is under the 
Militia sergeant-majors to warrant rank, Adjutant-General for the purposes of 
towhich several speake.s to-night referred. discipline and under the Quartermaster- 
I am under the impression that the denial General in regard to commissariat and 
of that rank to the Militia sergeant-major | such matters. What has been done has 
is a real hardship, and I am prepared, been to appoint an officer of the War 
with the entire concurrence of the  Office-—the Inspector-General of Auxiliary 
Commander-in-Chief, to concede that Forces, whose office has lately been 
privilege to the Militia force. Then a separated from that of the Inspector- 
somewhat similar matter is that which General of Recruiting. It is the special 
concerns the quartermasters of Militia duty of this officer to watch the interests 
during embodiment. The question is a of the Militia in all official matters. I 
very technical one, and I will not take up | really think that, far from being a legiti- 
the time of the House by explaining the , mate cause of complaint, this should be 
reasons for which, in my opinion, it will regarded as evidence of our desire that a 
not be possible to put these quarter-| force which has traditions and idiosyn- 
masters on exactly the same footing as crasies of its own should have somebody 
the Militia officers generally. There are in the official hierarchy whose special 
reasons which would incline me not to, business it is to see that its interests 
give them either the full 4s. messing | are not neglected. We are on the point 
allowance or the £100 received by Militia | of adding to the staff of the Inspec- 
officers generally during embodiment. | tor-General a subordinate officer who has 
But I do think they are entitled to some | held office as an adjutant of Militia, and 
compensation for the disturbance to which | who, I hope, will be still further able to 
they have to submit when their battalion | help the Inspector-General in dealing 
is embodied, and I propose that an allow- | skilfully and successfully with the many 
ance shall be made to them to compensate | intricate Militia problems which the noble 
them for the inconvenience to which they | Duke and others are fond of bringing to 
are subjected. Then a number of minor| my attention. Then we come to the 
points with regard to the equipment of | delicate question of Militia clothing. I 
the Militia were touched upon by various} am not surprised that the statement 
speakers. I was taken to task, not for | made by the noble Duke produced a very 
the first time, on account of the water-/| considerable impression upon your Lord- 
bottles which the Militia now possess. I) ships, and I must say that if it can be 
am told that it is not correct to describe | shown that worn clothing, dirty and 
them as unserviceable ; that, on the con-| disreputable in its character, is reissued 
trary, they are serviceable, and that until | to the Militia, I do not think the lan- 
lately the: pattern of the water-bottle in | guage used by the noble Duke is at all 
the hands of the Militia was the pattern | too strong. I should be very glad to have 
inthe hands of the Line. I believe we| any allegations that he brings to my 
have only quite lately finished issuing the | notice very thoroughly gone into; but I 
new water-bottles to the Line regiments. | am afraid I cannot hold out to him any 
I hope we may in time be able to make a| hope that we shall altogether abandon 
similar issue to the Militia ; but I cannot} the practice of reissuing part worn 
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clothing. 
mentioned an occasion in connection with 
the Ayrshire Militia, when, out of 200 
men who joined, forty went to the Line 


and no. less than 125 disappeared alto- 


gether soon after their enlistment. Well, 


my Lords, if the whole of the clothing | 
issued to these men and worn by them | 
for a few days or weeks were to be dis- | 
carded altogether, the taxpayers would, | 
[ think, have thrown upon them an ex- | 


pense which would be altogether unjusti- 
fiable. 
consider an analogy which is probably not 
unfamiliar to him—I mean the analogy 
of domestic servants. I would be very 
much surprised if, when a footman leaves 
his service after four or five weeks, the 
excellent clothing issued to that personage 
is not reissued to his successor. Within 
moderate limits I think the same prin- 
ciple ought to apply in the case of the 
Militia. Each Militiaman has two coats 
and trousers issued to him, one suit 
virtually new and the other part worn, 
and those two suits are expected to last 
for four trainings, which is a very 
different thing from four 


{LORDS} 
The noble Lord behind me | 


I would ask the noble Duke to | 


years. | 


The noble Duke made a suggestion that | 


Militiamen should be given, as the Line 
recruit is given, a blue serge suit on 
joining, but I am afraid that “would 
hardly, be a fair arrangement as between 
the Militia and the Line, because while 
the recruit for the Line gets one strong 
suit 4nd a second suit of blue serge, 
whichjis only expected to last him for a 
short t 

strong suits. I am afraid that if the 
Militia recruit were to be given in addi- 
tion to the two suits the serge suit given 
to the Line we should have well-founded 
complaints on the part of the Line. I 


ime, the Militia recruit gets two | 


must say a word with regard to the case | 


to which the noble 
back bench referred at some length— 
the case of the Ayrshire Militia. 
The noble Lord is dissatisfied with the 
War Office for the reception which has 
been given to an official letter which he 
addressed to us. The origin of that 
letter was this. We some time ago 
directed the general officers command- 


Lord on _ the’! 
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obtained from the Lord Lieutenant of the 
county the appointment of a committee, 
and the noble Lord is correct in saying 
that that committee was composed of very 
representative and influential gentlemen. 
The object of the committee was to en- 
deavour to enlist local sympathy for the 
Militia force, and particularly to induce 
employers of labour to regard the Militia 
with a more benevolent eye than they 
have regarded it heretofore, and in any 
other little ways open to them to do what 
they could to raise the social status 
of the force. The committee to which 
the noble Lord refers did not condescend 
to any of these things, but addressed to 
the War Office an extremely controversial 
letter on various subjects, not of local in- 
terest, but of general policy affecting the 
whole Militia force. We were rather in 
hopes of decentralising the business, but 
the committee brought it back to us, and 
sent us the document of which I have 
spoken. I am sure the noble Lord will 
not suggest that we treated the com- 
munication disrespectfully. We sent 
back a reasoned answer, in which we 
pointed out that we were unable to 
accept some of the conelusions of the 
committee, and also pointed out that 
upon some matters of fact the committee 
had not been quite correctly informed. 
The committee were apparently dis- 
satisfied with the purport of the reply, 
and summarily closed the correspondence. 
I think I must say the committee was 
at least as much to blame as the War 
Office, and that, having received a letter 
of that kind, we took the only course 
open to us by sending them a 
temperate and reasoned answer. With 
regard to the points at issue, the noble 
Lord dwelt mostly upon the objec- 
tions which he has to the training of 
Militia recruits at the depdéts instead of 
with their own battalions during the 
preliminary drill. As to that, the advice 
which is given to me by the best military 
authority to which I have access is to the 
effect that the training which a recruit 
receives at the depot is a much better and 
_more thorough training than any training 
| which could be given to him during the 
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ing districts to interest themselves as preliminary drill with his own battalion, 
much as possible in recruiting, and place | and when the noble Lord connects training 
themselves in communication with per-| at the depdt with the absence of so many 
sons of influence in their district with the | without leave from the Ayrshire battalion, 
object of stimulating recruiting. Acting | he does not show that the two facts stand 
under instructions to this effect, the|to one another in the relation of cause 


General Officer Commanding in Scotland | and effect. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


I am told that the population 
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of the neighbourhood is a very restless | number of young soldiers, men who have 
and roving population, and it seems to not yet reached the age of twenty and who 
me at least probable that the men, | are therefore not fit to send out of the 


if they were enrolled and then told | country on foreign service. 


to go for preliminary drill with 
the battalion, might, when the 
time came, be found absent, just as they 
are found absent now. I listened with 
attention to many of the expressions 
which fell from noble Lords in favour of 
a reversal to the old practice of training, 
and I will very gladly consider what they 
have said. As at present advised, my 
impression is that training at the depot 1s 
the better system of the two. Then the 
noble Lord said something about the 
abolition of “ bringing money.” Bringing 
money was abolished for the whola Army 
because of the great abuses with which 
the system was connected, andI am very 
much afraid that I can hold out to him no 
hope of restoring bringing money for the 
Militia. Another complaint made by the 
noble Lord was that the Volunteer and 
Yeomanry staff employed as recruiters 
give a preference to their own corps and 
do not conscientiously watch the interests 
of the Militia force. As to that, I have 
only to say that there are other districts 
in which the same kind of staff 
are employed on similar duties and 
apparently with satisfactory results, 
I agree with what was said by the noble 
Lord as to the desirability of arranging 
that the permanent staff should, so far as 
possible, reside in the districts within 
which they have to look for recruits, and 
Tam able to say that only last year we 
gave special instructions that where pos- 
sible members of the permanent staff 
should be detailed to all detached towns 
in which there was a good prospect of 
obtaining a satisfactory supply of recruits. 
I come back for a moment to the speech 
of the noble Duke who spoke first. He 
reminded me of a speech I delivered at 
the beginning of the session, in which 


I told the House that we had 
about 100,000 Regular soldiers left 
in this country, and_ he - said, 


“Why is it, if you have so many 
Regulars at home, that you are obliged to 
fall back on the Militia and to send out 
Militia battalions to South Africa?” I 
think the answer is obvious, and that 
from the tenor of the noble Duke’s re- 
marks he knows what the answer is. 
These men—they now number not 
100,000 but 92,000—are of course in no 
sense a field army. They include a large 


| recruits. 





Besides that, 
litis this body of Regular soldiers who 
| are the reservoir from which we have to 
‘draw the drafts in order to keep the Line 
‘battalions in South Africa up to their 
proper strength. We have sent out since 
February 35,000 men as drafts. Perhaps 
I may give your Lordships, as I did on a 
former occasion, the number of reinforce- 
ments of all kinds that we have sent 
out to South Africa since the beginning 
of the year. We sent out in January 


altogether 25,000 men; _ February, 
30,000 ; March, 33,000; April, 
10,000; May, 7,000; and we shall 


probably send during the month of June 
11,000 men, making altogether 116,000 
men since the beginning of the year. 
This is exclusive of the large number of 
troops sent to South Africa from different 
parts of the Colonial Empire. The noble 
Duke asked me how we determined the 
age of the soldiers whom we send out to 
keep up the numbers of the forces on 
active service. He suggested that we took 


‘the age upon the strength of the man’s 


own declaration. I need not assure your 
Lordships that that is not the case. What 
happens is this. The man is usually en- 
listed at about the age of eighteen, and 
whatever declaration he makes, it is the 
duty of the medical officer who inspects him 
to satisfy himself that in all probability the 
man really is of that age, and the twenty 
years, before which we do not send him 
out of this country, is reckoned according 
to the age in the original attestation. It is 
conceivable that there may be cases of 
precociously developed men who are taken 
a little before they reach eighteen, but it 
is a matter which can only be deter- 
mined by the medical officers, and 
by their report we must abide. 
I was asked by the noble Marquess how 
we proposed when the excitement and 
enthusiasm of this campaign had passed 
away to keep up a sufficiency of recruits 
for the Army. I do not attempt to 


| conceal from your Lordships that I regard 
that as a very grave and formidable 
| problem. 


At this moment we are, of 
course, getting a larger number of 
During the first four months 
of last year there were 14,000 recruits ; 
during the first four months of this year 
we have taken 22,000 ; and I am glad to 
\say that the number of those special 











1263 


recruits to which reference has been made 
is not increasing, but is diminishing a little. 
We must, of course, take into account 
that when the memory of these opera- 
tions is beginning to fade away there may 
be a falling off in the number of men who 
offer themselves for military service. I 
do not think that I can usefully anticipate 
this evening the action which it may 
be necessary for us to take supposing a 
great failure in the supply of recruits 
takes place. The noble Duke examined 
the different modes to which recourse 
might be had for filling the ranks of the 
Army, and he came to the conclusion 
that there was one mode, and one mode 
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only, by which success was likely to 
be achieved. He said you must pay | 
your men more, not in pennies or half- | 
pence, but in sixpences and shillings. It | 
is the easiest thing in the world in a 
debate of this kind to vote away five or | 
six millions of the taxpayers’ money, but | 
the matter is not quite so simple as that, 
ror, indeed, am I altogether persuaded 
that by merely adding to the pay of the 
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do enter the Army so large a number 
waste away and disappear in the first 
years of their service, giving us neither 
the full period of their service with the 
colours nor the advantage of their presence 
afterwards in the Reserve. I have now 
to say a word with regard to the im- 
portant matter touched upon by Lord 
Heneage with regard to the cavalry. Of 
all the puzzling problems which the War 
Department has to deal with I do not 
know any that is more difficult or 
more puzzling than the question of 
cavalry organisation. We have at 
this moment twenty-eight cavalry 
regiments. They are unevenly divided, 
because there are ten Dragoon regiments, 
twelve Hussar regiments, and only six 
Lancer regiments. We want out of that 
body a cavalry so arranged that one-third 
shall be available for service in India, 
and, therefore, shall have no young 
soldiers in the ranks; another third at 
home to supply the wants of India; and 
we want the remainder to be at home 
and as fit as we can make them for imme- 


| 


soldier within the limits we can conceive | diate service in or out of the country. 
. | yr . . . . 

we shall necessarily tap a fresh stratum | We have to do this if possible without a 

ot recruits. 





directions in which we may perhaps 
venture to look for a means of attracting 
to the Army more men, and perhaps men 
of a better social class than we are able 
to attract at present. I cannot de- 


scribe these means in detail  to- 
night, but I will merely say that | 
what I have in my mind are 
such matters as these—an improved 





prospect of civil employment for ex- 
soldiers ; better and more comfortable 
barrack accommodation ; the putting an 
end to degrading punishments for purely 
military offences ; and last, but not least, 
alterations in the conditions of service 
which may adapt it more conveniently to 
the needs and requirements of the 
different classes of the population. We 
have to some extent addressed ourselves 
to all these matters, but the effect of any 
changes which we have made, or which 
we may be able to make, must necessarily 
be very gradual. indeed. I hope, how- 
ever, that we may be able by well- 
considered measures of this kind to doa 
good deal to popularise the Army, and, 
above all, to keep in the Army the men 
whom we are able to attract to it. To 
my mind one of the greatest drawbacks 
of our present system is that which is to 


I think there are other | violent disturbance of the cavalry roster, 


'which the noble Lord will admit is a 
| delicate thing to touch ; and we are, above 
| all things, told not to lay sacrilegious 
hands on any regiment with the idea of 
_ turning Dragoons into Lancers or Lancers 
| into Dragoons. We have addressed our- 
selves to the task as seriously as we 
/ could, and I think upon the ‘whole, 
| although I am far from saying that we 
are entirely satisfied with things as they 
| are, we have put them into a much better 
shape than they were a few years ago. 
| Under the present system in the higher 
establishment regiments the number is 
670, as compared with the old number, 
which used to vary from 658 to 603. 


Lorp HENEAGE: Are those the regi- 
ments in India ? 





| *THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
| They are the higher establishment reg)- 
| ments at home. The number of horses 
in the higher establishment regiments is 
465, as against a number which varied 
from 410 to 350. In the lower establish- 
ment regiments we have an establishment 
of 615 men, comparable with an establish- 
ment which used to vary from 498 to 
426, and an establishment of 363 horses 





be found in the fact that of the men who|as compared with a former establish- 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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ment varying from 325 to 280. I need 
not tell your Lordships that a change of 
the kind which we introduced a year or 
two ago cannot be brought into effect by 
astroke of the pen. You add a certain 
number of men to your higher establish- 
ment regiment in order that it may be 
independent of Reserves and drafts from 
other regiments; but, of course, if you 
add these men in 1898 most of them do not 


reach the age of twenty until 1900; and | 
the same thing holds good with the extra | 
9 men we gave to the lower establishment | 


regiments in order to enable them to 


supply the necessary drafts to regiments | 
I wish to impress upon your | 
Lordships that we are still in a period of | 
7 transition, and that, therefore, the new 


in India. 


organisation when it was tried, and tried 
severely, as it was this spring, hardly had 
a fair chance of showing what it can do. 


In spite of that, I cannot admit that it | 


deserves, even as we saw it in operation 
this year, the hard things which the noble 
Lord saidaboutit. Hedescribed it asasham 
system, and the regiments as skeletons. I 


cannot help thinking that the bones were | 


rather better clothed than my noble friend 
supposed. 
brigades of cavalry, he told us that nearly 
half the men had to be added to them 
for the occasion. The fact is that the six 
regiments of which the first and second 
brigades are composed only took, on an 
average, 20 per cent. of men for each 
regiment. I think my noble friend must 
have been misinformed on that point. 


Lorp HENEAGE: That was after 
breaking up the fourth squadron. 


*THE MArRQuESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
But the Reserve squadron was never in- 
tended to go abroad. 
of the organisation was that there were 
to be three service squadrons and a Re- 
serve squadron. With regard to the 
horses, the six regiments took an average 
of 128 fresh horses. I admit that that 
is a larger number than I should have 
liked to see added, but the noble 
Lord, I know, does not wish to treat us 
unfairly. 
time when we were preparing these regi- 
ments for South Africa there was a disas 
trous outbreak of influenza, or pink-eye, 
which decimated the horses in a great 
many regiments. One well - known 
regiment, the Scots Greys, 
nearly 300 horses from this cause. 
That spoiled our average and obliged us to 
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Speaking of the first two) 


The whole point. 


He will recollect that at the | 


lost | 





Recruiting in Scotland. 1266 


draw in registered horses and from other 
sources a larger number of animals than 
| otherwise we should have been obliged to 
| call out. Lord Heneage indulged in some 
| pleasantries about the registered horses, 
| and especially the omnibus horses, I can 
|assure the noble Lord that if he could 
read the reports which we have received 
‘from South Africa, he would find that 
‘the registered horses, and_ particularly 
the omnibus horses, which he selected as 
a butt for his ridicule, are spoken of in 
the highest possible terms; and Lord 
Roberts tells us that he could not have 
too many of them. I am afraid that 
the ideal of the noble Lord, attractive 
as it is, must remain an ideal. I do 
not think that under any system we 
shall be able to keep the whole of 
our cavalry complete in men and 
|horses. The mere question of barracks 
would prevent it. There would always 
be a certain number of horses sick or un- 
trained, and the idea of keeping the whole 
cavalry at such a strength of men and 
horses that you could at any moment send 
it out of the country seems to me illusory. 
| But as soon as our system isin fair work- 
ing order I hope that we shall be able to 
|keep two brigades with a sufficient 
number of men and horses to enable them 
to turn out on war establishment at the 
shortest possible notice. I think I have 
now touched upon the more important 
points which were referred to by the noble 
Lords who have addressed the House. I 
only wish before I sit down to thank 
them for the fairness of their criticisms, 
and to assure them that, if I am not able 
| to accept all their suggestions, or to agree 
| with all their conclusions, I am ready to 
‘treat in the most respectful spirit the 
advice which they have given to us. It 
is advice which will certainly be useful to 
/us when we come to consider the lessons 
to be learnt from the experience of the 
present war—lessons which, no doubt, 
will be turned to account with excellent 
results for the efficiency of the British 
Army. 


*THE Eart or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, the noble Marquess paid a very 
| just compliment to the noble Duke 
| opposite who raised this discussion, and I 
‘think we must all feel that a similar 
compliment is due to the noble Marquess. 
the Secretary of State for War for the 
manner in which he has treated the sug- 
gestions made to-night, and for the very 
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candid way in which he has dealt with *THeE Earn or NORTHBROOK: I 
the many questions which have been , hope the noble Marquess will also consider 
brought forward. I shall not attempt to | further the question of drill for recruits. 
follow him in the general discussion, but I may mention that the three months 
there are one or two remarks which I drill for Militia recruits was established 
should like to make. In the first place, when Lord Cardwell was at the War 
I think we must congratulate the noble Office. The reason three months was 
Marquess and the country on the state- | fixed was that we were then informed 
ment he has been able to make about that a recruit for the German army 
recruiting for the Army, and on the only remained as a recruit for three 
manner in which the War Office have | months and was then put into the 
been able to send out drafts to support ranks. I should have thought three 
our regiments in South Africa. That is months drill was amply sufficient for a 
the most satisfactory statement we have Militiaman before being put into the ranks. 
heard to-night. I must express my own I hope the noble Marquess will not decide 
sympathy with the observations of the , before further consideration the question 
noble Marquess in regard to the proposal whether Militia recruits should not be 
to increase the pay of the soldier, in which ! drilled with their regiments by the regi- 
he pointed out that that was not the only , mental officers instead of at the depot. It 
way recruits could be secured after the | is evident that the opinion of many officers 
conclusion of this war. I think it is| commanding Militia regiments is that 
quite possible that the measures indicated the three months drill should be with the 
by the noble Marquess may be successful regiment. Surely they must be the best 
in encouraging recruits, and that the mere ' judges of that matter, and if they would 
addition of so much money to the day’s rather drill their recruits, and they think 
pay of the soldier may not prove such an that that would be for the, advantage of 
inducement as the other inducements to recruiting, the War Offize might very 
which he alluded. The main part of the well give way on that point. The upshot 
discussion to-night is concerned with the of the criticisms seems to me to be—and 
Militia, and I think we all recognise the the noble Marquess virtually admitted it 
absolute necessity for improving the —that the War Office of late has been 
Militia, for raising the force to its proper thoroughly out of touch with the Militia 
strength, and for doing everything pos- force. The noble Marquess at the begin- 
sible to make it popular. The noble | ning of the session announced, I think in 
Marquess went through all the sugges- this House, or perhaps it was announced in 
tions that were made to him with respect | another place, that an officer belonging to 


to the Militia. They extended over, I the Militia was to be added to the staff 


think, the whole of the force. There of the War Office, so that the War 
was, in the first place, the grievance, Office might be more in touch with the 
which I think is a real one, with respect wants of the Militia than hitherto. That 
to officers on half-pay losing their half-, was nearly four months ago, but it has 
pay during the embodiment of the not yet been done. I understand now 
Militia. The noble Marquess himself that the noble Marquess intends to 
agreed that the grievance of the Militia appoint an officer who has actually served 
sergeant - majors should be remedied. for many years in the Militia on the 
He dealt also, in a partial manner, staff of the War Office in order to give 
with the question of clothing, and I that information which, it appears to me, 
wish that he had been more decided on | the War Office does not now possess 
that point. I cannot agree with the with respect to the real wants of the 
noble Marquess that the question of Militia. But these are somewhat matters 
clothing is a minor matter, and should be 'of detail. Upon the three matters of 
considered as such. I regard it as one principle connected with the Militia the 
of the most important matters connected , noble Marquess has not been able to 
with the Militia. ‘speak to-night, but doubtless, from the 
manner in which he has treated all the 

THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: | suggestions that have been made, he is 

I think I used the words “minor matter” | quite prepared to consider them, and on 
in regard to the water-bottles. I quite | some future occasion to give his opinion 
agree that the question of clothing isa upon them. First, as regards the terms 
serious one. _ of enlistment for the Militia. At present 


The Earl of Northbrook. 
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the matter is in a most anomalous state. 
You have Militia Reserve men, ordinary 
Militia men, and another class, the 
name of which I forget. I concur with 
the remarks of the Duke of Northumber- 
land on that matter, and I do not think it 
is right to have a term of enlistment for 
Militia, and then directly an emergency 
arises to ask Militia regiments to be 
patriotic enough to volunteer to serve 
abroad. I think that ought to be reme- 
died. My own individual opinion is that, 
considering the number of Militiamen 
who are prepared to serve abroad in time 
of war, and the manner in which the 
regiments of Militia have volunteered for 
service abroad—there are thirty battalions 
on foreign service at the present time— 
it would not interfere with recruiting for 
the Militia if ordinary recruits for the 
Militia were recruited with the con- 
dition that they should serve abroad in 
time of war. 


Military Reorganisation— 


{25 May 1900} 
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made. These are matters which will 
have to be considered and determined 
upon after full consideration by Her 
Majesty’s Government. As the noble 
Marquess is to introduce a Bill on Monday 
next with respect to the Volunteers, | 
shall make no observations on that part 
of the subject to-night. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I wish only to take the opportunity 
of expressing my strong agreement with 
the various noble Lords who have spoken 
as to the extreme importance of special 
attention being directed to the Militia. 
For many years past the Militia force has 
been a sort of poor relation, and very little 
attention has been paid to that branch of 
the service. I believe that there is nothing 
more important than to have a thoroughly 
efficient Militia. If, however, the Militia 
were engaged to go abroad, as has been 


If that is a change which | suggested, I very much doubt whether in 


can be carried out without diminishing | time of peace that would not have the 
the number of recruits for the Militia it | effect of reducing recruiting for that force. 


would get rid of the whole difficulty. 
Every Militiaman would be enlisted on 
the same principle—for service at home 


in time of peace and for service abroad in | 


time of war. The connection between 
the Militia and the Line would be still 
more intimate, and there would be no 
difficulty respecting Militia battalions 
being ordered abroad if their services 


are required in time of war. That 
some way out of the difficulty 
could be found I feel _ satisfied. 


The present system of the Militia Reserve 
ought to be abandoned. That system 
was introduced by General Peel some 
time before the short service was intro- 
duced by Lord Cardwell, and it was the 
only reserve system we then had for the 
Line battalions. But now that we have 
the short-service system it ought to pro- 
vide a sufficient number of Reserve men 
to fill up our Line battalions to full 
strength in time of war. When war 
takes place you ask the Militia battalions 
to volunteer for foreign service, but at 
the same time you take away their best 
men and put them into the Line battalions. 
How is it possible to expect that the 
Militia can be soundly and solidly consti- 
tuted, and form a real force in support of 
the Line, if this system is continued ? 
However, I fully admit the difficulties of 
the subject, and I recognise the candid 
manner in which the noble Marquess has 
dealt with the suggestions that have been 








There are a considerable number of men 
in this country who do not wish to serve 
abroad, whether in time of war or not. 
It is not because they are not brave 
men, but because there are circumstances 
in connection with their lives which make: 
it intolerable for them to come under such: 


-an engagement ; and though the sugges- 


tion of my noble friend might simplify 
the problem with which we have to deal, 
we shall have to deliberate very carefully 
before we effect a change of that kind. As 
to the Volunteer force, there is a strong 
feeling, which is very largely shared in the 
country, that it will be a dangerous 
thing to introduce a Volunteer Reserve 
which can be called upon to serve abroad 
in time of war. The reason is this—it 
must be obvious to every man—that if 
there is a Return composed partly of men 
to serve in this country and partly of 
men who have engaged to serve abroad, 
it will make it very difficult indeed for 
men who have volunteered to serve in 
this country to refuse to serve abroad. It 
would place a man in a most invidious 
and difficult position, and I think it would 
be wiser to forego the advantage which 
the noble Marquess has pointed out—of 
knowing exactly on what number of 
Volunteers we could rely in time of war 
—rather than introduce a system which I 
cannot help thinking might in time of 
peace considerably diminish the number 
of Volunteers. I admit that these are 
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difficult problems, and that it is impos-| many of the officers, men, and horses 
sible to find a solution which is not open | were borne on the strength of each regi- 
to some objection. But I hope the noble | ment previously ; and from what sources 
Marquess will show energy in dealing with | the three effective squadrons were 
this question while the minds of men are brought up to proper strength; and 
fixed upon it. I have some apprehension | further, what was the strength and 
as to what may happen after the war is | establishment of the regiments forming 
concluded, and I am afraid that we shall | the third brigade sent from India on the 


(Scotland) Bill. 127% 


to 


Education 





relapse into a state of apathy on this 
matter unless the system is improved. 
Whatever may be our opinion about the 
settlement of affairs in South Africa, we 
cannot shut our eyes to the fact that for 


| Ist of July, and the numbers of their war 
|establishment when landed in South 
| Africa. I understand that the noble 
| Marquess is quite willing to grant these 
| 

| Returns. 


some considerable time forces will be | 


locked up in that country before things | 


can return to a normal state. It is a ve ry 
serious thing that with the comparatively 
small Army we have at our disposal we 
shall have new demands, not merely of a 
temporary kind, but an indefinite kind, 


for efficient troops who will be locked up | 
in South Africa for a year or a year and | 


six months. I am sure everyone bears 


in mind, who thinks for a moment | 


about these problems, that we do 
not know where next we may be called 
upon to meet an emergency. 
India and Egypt and the Soudan, and I 
hope, therefore—and I have no doubt— 


that the Government will very carefully | 


consider in what way they can provide 


the necessary forces, which will have to | 


be of a larger number than usual for a 
considerable time. I hope we may not 
have to look forward to any long military 
occupation of South Africa ; but as there 
is no certainty as to whether or not we 
shall have to remain there for some time, 
that is one of those problems to which the 
attention of the Government will require 
to be very carefully directed. 
wish to detain your Lordships, and I will 
only now express my satisfaction at the 
excellent speeches which we have heard. 


CAVALRY BRIGADES—STATISTICS. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, in 
acecordance with the notice standing in 
my name on the Paper, I beg to move for 
Returns of the strength and establishment 
of the cavalry regiments included in the 
first and second brigades of the first army 
corps on the Ist July, 1899 ; the number 
of officers, men, and horses embarked 
with each cavalry regiment included in 
the first and second brigades sent to 
South Africa when they were placed on 
the war establishment; showing how 


The Earl of Kimberley. 


There is | 


I do not | 


THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
| There is no objection to the granting of 
'the Returns. I will consult with my noble 
friend as to the exact form which they 
| should take, but we shall be glad to give 
| them. 

On Question, agreed to. Return 
ordered accordingly. 
| 
| —_—_--—— 
| EDUCATION (SCOTLAND), BILL [H.1.] 


Report of Amendments received. 


Clause 1 amended. 


Clause 2 :— 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
Clause 2 provides that the scheme to 
| be prepared by the Depariment for the 
constitution of the local higher educa- 
tion committee shall make provision for 
the representation on the committee of 
county councils, of the town councils of 
such burghs, and the commissioners of 
such police burghs as have a population 
above 10,000, of school boards, and of the 
governing bodies of schools which are 
not under the management of school 
| boards, but which are recognised as 
| giving efficient higher education. If the 
Amendment standing in my name is 
adopted, the latter part of the clause will 
read, “and of the governing bodies of 
schools ‘admitted to the benefits of this 
Act,’ which are not,” etc. As the clause 
| stands, all schools which are not under the 
| management of school boards, but which 
| are recognised as giving efficient higher 
education, appear to be included. I appre- 
hend that the noble Lord only wishes to 
give representation to the governing 
| bodies of schools which are admitted to 
| the benefits of the Acts. 
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Amendment moved— 





“In Clause 2, page 2, line 19, after ‘schools’ | ‘ s 
to the benefits of this | “shall make to schools which are recognise:l 


to insert ‘admitted 
Act.’” —(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFOUR of BURLEIGH) : The noble 


Earl quite misunderstands the position, | 


‘because it is the committees who are to 
admit schools to the benefits of the Act, 
and if only those who are admitted to the 
benefits of the Act are to take part in 


the selection of the committee they will. 


be excluded altogether. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


The object of the Amendment standing | 


inmy name is to give us the power, if 
necessary, of putting on the committee 
representatives of the smaller burghs 
which have a population under 10,000. 


Moved— 

“In Clause 2, page 2, line 21, after ‘ pro- 
vision ’ to insert ‘tor the representation on the 
committee of such other town councils an 


‘commissioners as may seem expedient and.’” 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I) 
have a number of Amendments, more or | 
less of a drafting character, to this clause, | 


and I should like to know whether the 
noble Lord has any objection to them. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
have no objection to accepting all the 
Amendments to this clause standing in 
the name of the noble Earl. I agree 
with the object he has in view, and I am 
at one with him in desiring to preserve 
full freedom of action for the committees. 
I am not quite sure whether it will not 
be necessary to re-cast this clause, 


Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 


THe Ear or CAMPERDOWN: 
Clause 7 provides that in applying the 
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| Higher Education (Scotland) Fund the 
| Department— 


| as supplying efficient higher education and are 
not eligible for annual Parliamentary grant, 
| such grants calculated upon the attendances 
of scholars at such schools as shall be fixed by 
minutes of the Department to be laid before 
Parliament.” 
The object of my Amendment is to omit 
the words “recognised as supplying 
efficient higher education,” and to insert 
“admitted to the benefits of this Act.” 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 7, page 6, line 31, to leave out 
from ‘recognised’ to ‘education’ in line 32 
and insert ‘admitted to the benefits of this 
Act.’”—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : It 
| will be quite impossible to accept this 
| Amendment, because the payment of the 
Equalising Grant under the clause should 
not depend on the admission of a school 
to the benefits of the Act. They may 
wish to give grants to a school which is 
not otherwise admitted to the benefits of 
the Act. 


THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN : And 
which is not recommended by the local 
committee. 


’ *Lorpv BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: It 
may be quite independent of the local 
committee. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 9:— 
THe Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : 


Clause 9 deals with the mode of levying 


contributions from rates for the purposes 
of the Act. The object of my Amend- 
ment is to make it quite clear—and I 


do not think it is quite clear in the clause 


as it stands—that only one of the modes 
suggested shall be resorted to for the 
raising of the money required. It is 
quite true, if the rating authority chooses 
to pay the sum required out of the 
Equivalent Grant, that it is not likely 


| that the Equivalent Grant will not be 
' sufficient and that a rate will have to be 
' made. 


But all estimates as to educa- 


_tional expenses have proved so utterly 
‘untrustworthy that I think it desirable 
that’ it should be stated clearly in the 
Bill that one, and one only, of these two 
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methods of obtaining money is to be| *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 


resorted to. 


Amendment moved— 


_“In Clause 9, page 8, line 11, after ‘pro- 
vided’ to insert ‘either from moneys received 


| hope that the Amendment will not be 
[oongree The same argument applies to 

this Amendment which I used just now, 
|namely, that the proviso to Clause 10 
| covers both of these clauses. 


by the rating authority of the district herein- | 


after referred to under Sub-section 5 of Section 


2 of the Education and Local Taxation | 


(Scotland) Act, 1892, or, in lieu thereof.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Camperdown). 


*Lorp BALFOUR 
The matter is really perfectly clear. 
The proviso to Clause 10, which runs as 
follows— 


“Provided that Sub-section 5 of Section 2 | 
of the Education and Local Taxation (Scot- | 


land) Act, 1892, shall be deemed to authorise 
any council, or commissioners, if they so 


resolve, in lieu of levying a rate, to apply their | 
grant under that sub-section to | 
meet the payments required from them in any | 
year for the purposes of this section and the | 


share of the 


? 


immediately preceding section 


covers both Clauses 9 and 10, and the 
proviso distinctly says the money may 
be taken from the Equivalent Grant 
“in lieu of levying a rate.” 


THE EARL 
From a drafting point of view there is 
considerable objection to these words at 
the end of Clause 10, because if the 


noble Lord will look at the proviso, he | 
of a Consultative Committee is to give to 


will see that it refers to payments to 


or BURLEIGH: | 


or CAMPERDOWN: | 


be made “for the purposes of this section | 
and the immediately preceding section.” | 


Clause 9 is the enacting clause, and 
people might read that clause over and 


over again, and yet, if they did not read | 


the proviso at the end of Clause 10, it 


would not appear to them that there was | 


any limitation as to the mode in which 
the money was to be levied. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 


think anyone who does not read the two 


THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN: I 
will not press the Amendment, but at the 
| same time I do not think it is clear. 


*LORD REAY: My Lords, the object 
of my Amendment is simply to answer 
the invitation which the noble Lord the 
Secretary for Scotland addressed to us 
when he introduced the Bill, that those 
who were in favour of a Consultative 
/Committee should state plainly how the 
committee should be constituted. I have 
put the Amendment on the Paper so that 
the noble Lord should not think that we 
were unable to accept the challenge he on 
that occasion threw out. I have taken 
the words of the Board of Education Act, 
but I have added the representatives 
of whom the Consultative Committees 
'should be composed in order, as I say, 
to satisfy the noble Lord. But if he 
wishes to have the constituent elements 
| of the committee undefined, and if he will 
accept the clause in that respect as it is in 
the Board of Education Act, I shall cer- 
tainly not object to that course. The object 


Seotland the same facilities as have been 
given to England and Wales. In Wales, 


'as the noble Lord knows, the Central 


| Board of Education has considerable 
powers, and is composed of eighty 
/members. When the Board of Educa- 


/minimum of twelve and a 


tion Bill was in Committee last year the 
‘noble Duke the Lord President of the 
Council stated that he considered that a 
maximum 


| of twenty-four would be the right number. 
'I have taken the maximum, and have 


clauses together will not be fit to work | 


the Act at all, and I am quite sure that 
the proviso at the end of Clause 10 will 
be perfectly sufficient for the purpose. I 
really cannot accept this Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn Clause 9, page 8, line 25, after ‘ cer- 
tified’ to insert ‘if provided bya rate.’”—(The 
Earl of Camperdown.) 


The Earl of Camperdown. 


Wales and England. 


therefore kept on the safe side as between 
Ido not see any 
reason why you should not give to the 
educated classes in Scotland, to those who 


| take an interest in educational problems, 


the same representation as you have 
granted to them in England. It is quite 
clear that, as the Scottish Department of 
Education is in London, and is therefore 
at a much greater distance from Scotland 
than is the Boafd of Education in Eng- 
land from the centre of its sphere of 
activity, there are a great many more 
|reasons for giving to Scotland a regular 
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body which can express its opinion autho- | 


ritatively on subjects and schemes of 
education. I do not want a Consultative 
Committee to interfere with administra- 
tion, rating, and questions of that kind, 
but there are a number of questions in 


connection with education, which I need | 
not mention, on which the opinion of the | 
committee would be of great value. I) 


would refer the noble Lord to those admi- 
rable special Reports which were issued by 
the English Education Department. He 
will find in those Reports a number of 


questions which could very well be re-. 


ferred to a body of this kind, and which 


would not touch on any administrative | 


or political aspect of the education ques- 
tion. I do not think I need further 
indicate my Amendment, but I should 
like to conclude by reading one sentence, 
which puts the matter very briefly and 


tersely, from the Secondary Education | 


Commission Report for England. 


“Education is not a mere policy which a 
Department can direct and elaine ; it is 
a living art, and to : 
pline are required. Science is ever discovering 


for it new methods and new subjects, expe- | 


rience is ever improving it, while the growing 
complexity of our social and mental conditions 
are ever making demands for some new ele- 
ment or field for its enterprise.” 


If the noble Lord is of opinion that he 
does not require a Consultative Com- 
mittee my Amendment does not compel 
him to appoint one ; but as it is probable 
that his successors may think it desirable 
to appoint such a committee I hope he 
will not put it out of their power to have 
in Scotland the same facilities as heads of 
the Education Department will in future 
have in England. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 12 to insert the following 
new Clause :—‘It shall be lawful for Her 
Majesty in Council, by Order, to establish a 
Consultative Committee for the purpose of 
advising the Department on any matter 
referred to the Committee by the Department. 
The Committee shal! consist of eight members 
—- by the Crown; eight members 
elected by the Universities (one by the Uni- 
versity Court and one by the senators of each 
of the four Universities); two members 
elected by the Association of Secondary 
Teachers ; two members elected by the Edu- 
cational Institute ; one member elected by the 
Royal Society of Edinburgh; one member 
elected by the Royal Scottish Academy ; one 
member elected by the Institute of Engineers 
and Shipbuilding ; one member elected by the 
— and Agricultural Society.’ ”—(Lord 

eay.) 


{25 May 1900} 


ractise it skill and disci- | 
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| *Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: I 
| acknowledge at once the temperate and 
| conciliatory way in which the noble Lord 
/has brought forward his suggestion. I 
_am afraid, however, that I cannot fall in 
| with the idea which was adumbrated at 
| the very close of his speech, that if I were 
to accept this Amendment I would still 
remain free to appoint or not to appoint 
a Consultative Committee. If I were to 
accept this Amendment and then not to 
appoint a committee I am afraid I should 
be promptly accused of having got my Bill 
through under false pretences. I am not 
as yet converted to the necessity of a 
Consultative Committee. The passage 
which the noble Lord read was from a 
Report referring principally, if not en- 
tirely, to England, which is a much larger 
country and one in which educational 
questions are unfortunately more com- 
plex. I deny respectfully the parallel 
between the two countries in this respect. 
My argument against a Consultative Com- 
mitteein the abstract is this, that so far 
as I am concerned I do not think 
it necessary, because all those in- 
terested lay their views before the 
Department as it is. I can assure 
the noble Lord that when there is 
any divergence of opinion in Scotland we 
| receive a very large number of representa- 
tions—larger, I believe, than we should 
| receive if such a committee as is suggested 
| were appointed ; and I think the tendency 
| of a Consultative Committee would be to 
|check independent representation. On 
| all grounds [ should deprecate that, alike 
| in the interests of those who are locally 
|concerned in education and in the in- 
| terests of the Department, which ought 
to remain in close touch, as we can do 
‘in a country the size of Scotland, 
| with those who are locally interested in 
| educational matters. I believe, also, 
|that it would inevitably tend to this 


| result, that any committee would neces- 
| sarily have expert bias, and would not 
| be thoroughly representative of all in- 
| terests concerned, including the rate- 
| payers, the taxpayers, and others. I also 
| feel that the Minister would be between 
two fires. If he did not frequently use 
the Consultative Committee he would be 
accused of slighting it,; and if, on the 
other hand, he did constantly refer to it, 
he would, in spite of the disclaimer of the 
noble Lord, be accused of shifting re- 
'sponsibility on to the committee. 

I also think that a Consultative 
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Committee would tend to increaze | COLONIAL SOLICITORS BILL. 

expenditure, and that this increase would Brought from the Commons. Read 14 

be constantly on the side of fresh | and to be printed. (No. 99.) ‘ 

demands upon the public funds. I will 

give one more reason why I think it is House adjourned at ten minutes 

inexpedient to have a committee at all, before Eight of the clock, 

and it is this—that men who have certain ale ae ow 

definite views to urge would be much | apes 

more likely to get a place ona committee —— 

like this than those who would impartially a 

consider the questions which would sere | HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

before them. It would be almost inevi- | Friday, 25th May, 1900. 

table that men who have strong views, and 

who have perhaps actually prejudged ques- ee 

tions, would be those who would be likely ROYAL ASSENT. 

to work for appointment on the com- | ‘ia 

mittee, and therefore I think it would; Message to attend the Lords Com- 

not be a body to which questions could be | missioners. 

referred that required to be impartially 

considered. Perhaps I ought not to judge 

the noble Lord by the constitution of the Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 

committee as placed on the Paper, but I} 4.000¢ to a number of Bills ( te 

ask whether he thinks one member elected | 122] oe rae 

by the Highland and Agricultural Society | ~“~ ) 

out of twenty-four would be thought suffi- | 

cient to adequately represent the agricul- | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

tural interests of Scotland. I think it is iatnce 

much better that we should be in direct PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 

communication with this society and the} ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 

Central Chamber of Agriculture, as well as| QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

withthe otheragricultural bodieswhowould | Mr, SPEAKER laid upon -the Table Re- 

find no representation on the committee. port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 

The balance of Scottish opinion is dis- tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 

tinetly against this proposal, and there- of the following Bill, originating in the 

fore at the present time, and as at present | Lords, and referred on the First Reading 

advised, I cannot accept the noble Lord’s | thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 

Amendment. | viously inquired into, and which are 
‘applicable thereto, have been complied 

Amendment, by leave of the House, | with, viz. :— 
withdrawn. 





The House went, and being returned, 


Scottish American Investment Company 


Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next ; Bill [Lords]. ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 97.)| , Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
| time. 
COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD | 


-RGROUN 'PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
ore ve eau UND) BILL, =“ STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 


MINES (PROHIBITION OF _ CHILD | p ail eager og the oe 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. eport from one of the Examiners 0 
House in Committee (according to | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

O Ws Aaetiiimin dei Bil _case of the following Bilis, referred on the 
sel a prong nag allege an a thereof, no Standing Orders 

committed to the Standing Committee ;| |, applicable. viz. :— 

and to be printed as amended. (No. 98.) | PP donkcaball tt, 

| Local Government Provisional Orders 

“ ; 
PUBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) BILL. (No. 8) Bill. Pe 
House in Committee (according to | Local Government Provisional Orders 


Order). Bill reported without amend- | (Poor Law) Bill. 
ment. Standing Committee negatived, | Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. | time upon Monday next. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 











am a.od 


. 


t 


tK 


—eao 











1280: 


id 14, 


inutes 
clock, 
f-past 


Com- 


ed, 


toyal 


page 


JING 

IN- 
» Re- 
Peti- 
case 
1 the 
ding 
pre- 
are 
lied 


any 


cond 


(NO 
i). 
able 
3 of 
the 
| the 
ders 


ders 


ders 


ond 











Private Bill 
STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, | 
ETC. 
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Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., have leave to sit this day 
during the sitting of the House.—(J/r. 
Stuart-W ortley.) 

CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHT- 
ING BILL. 


Verbal Amendments made; Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 


EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 


RAILWAY BILL. 


Queen’s consent signified ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
CHURCH’S PATENT BILL [Lords] 

(BY ORDER). 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 


out amendment. 
DORKING WATER BILL [Lords]. 


FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL 
{ Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | 


the third time. 
MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered; a clause 
added ; Bill to be read the third time. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


CHRISTCHURCH, BOURNEMOUTH, 
AND WINTON TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 


{25 May 1900} 
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STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
| mittee :— 


1. “That, in the case of the Alexandra. 
| Park Petition. the Standing Orders ought. 
| to be dispensed with :—That the parties. 
| be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


| 2.‘ That, in the case of the Buenos 

Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords], 
| the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
| with :—That the parties be permitted to 
| proceed with their Bill.” 


| 8. “That, in the case of the Costa 
| Rica Railway Company, Limited, Bill 
_ [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be. 
| dispensed with:—That the parties be 


| permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


| 4, “That, in the case of the London, 

| Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Rail- 
| way (Abandonment), Petition for leave to 
| deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing 
| Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
| That the parties be permitted to proceed 

| with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


ALEXANDRA PARK. 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders Read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Howard, Mr. Bartley, Mr. Cohen, and 
| Mr. Lough. 


| 
} 
| 
| 


ELECTRIC POWER BILLS. 

Sir JAMES KITSON reported from the 
Committee on Electric Power Bills, That, 
for the convenience of the Committee, 
they had adjourned till Monday, 18th 
June, at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to the Glaston- 
| bury Corporation Gas Bill, with Amend- 





to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | ments. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 7). 

Mr. HOLLAND reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 7 of Railway Bills, 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday, 
nad June, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Amendments to the Kingston-upon- 
Thames Gas Bill [Lords] and the South- 
ampton Harbour Bill [Lords], without 
amendment. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to con- 








firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Education Department under the 
Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
1899, to enable the School Boards for 
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Brighton and Preston United District, | Templars ; Scottish Temperance Federa- 
Liverpool, Plymouth, Salford, and Willes- | tion ; and Aberfeldy ; to lie upon the 
«den to put in force the Lands Clauses | Table. 

Acts.” Education Board Provisional 

Orders Confirmation (Brighton and Pres- LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT. 
‘ton United District, etc.) Bill [Lords]. LAND) BILL. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to Poo So gamma in favour ; to 
.confer further powers on the Corporation ee 
of Rotherham in regard to tramways, 1OCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
street improvements, water and gas ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 
supply, and the local government of the 
borough.” Rotherham Corporation Bill 
{[ Lords }}. ° 


3DU N ) > 7 > LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 

SO OERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON | (WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICT, | BILL. 
ETC.) BILL [Lords]. | Petition from Gateshead, in favour ; 
Read the first time ; referred to the | to lie upon the Table. 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 

.and to be printed. [Bill 236.] MIDWIVES BILL. 

Ten Petitions from Lincoln, in favour ; 

ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


[Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to’ pugric HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | OPENING BILL. mA 
Bills. Petition from Aberfeldy, in favour ; to 


MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [Lords]. 2 "Pm the Table. 


NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
RAILWAY BILL. IRELAND. 
EXMOUTH “aie WATER Petitions against establishment, from 
EN a aE el Dumbarton ; Coatbridge ; and Glasgow ; 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to Jie upon the Table. 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
| 

— | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 
PETITIONS. | Petition from Lewes, in favour ; to lie 
— ; upon the Table. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. | ' 
ay ck | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
Petitions in favour, from Master Bakers CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
of Chelsea ; Central Finsbury ; North St. | 
Pancras ; Whitechapel ; Greenwich ; and | 
North Kensington ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Dundee ; 
Ayr; Cupar; Glasgow; Lesmahagow ; 
| Aberfeldy ; Gorbals ; and Stromness ; to 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) | li¢ upon the Table. 


Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to SALE 
lie upon the Table. 


OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Methering- 

LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF ham; Swansea ; Bellshill ; Lewes ; Wood- 
SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. bridge; Newton Heath; Cambridge 
Petitions in favour, from Aberfeldy ; Heath; Alnwick; Kettering (two) ; 
and Kirkcaldy ; to lie upon the Table. Saltash ; Glasgow ; Woodford ; National 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 

LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT |Children; West Bristol; Dewsbury ; 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. Ingoe; Stepney Green; Mansfield ; 

Petitions in favour, from Grand Lodge Launceston; High Roding; and West 
of Scotland Independent Order of Good | Didsbury ; to lie upon the Table. 
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1285 Returns, 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. | 


{25 May 1900} 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 


Petition from Settle, for legislation ; to | Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 


lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Scottish 
Temperance Federation; Swansea ; 
Bellshill ; Metheringham ; East Farndon ; 
Bath ; Callington; Launceston; West 
Didsbury ; and Dewsbury ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 


Petitions for alteration, from National 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children ; and London ; to lie upon the 
Table. 





VETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





EDUCATION (SCIENCE AND ART). 

Copy presented, of Forty-seventh 
Annual Report of the Department of 
Science and Art, being that for the year 
1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (SCIENCE AND ART 


SCHOOLS). 

Copy presented, of Directory for the 
year 1900, with Regulations for estab- 
lishing and conducting Science and Art 
Schools and Classes [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 


REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Report by 
Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector on Schools 
in the Northern Division of Scotland, 
for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND 


AND WALES). 


Copy presented, of Forty-seventh Re- 
port of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


ea 8th June, 1899 ; Mr. Woods] ; to 


ieupon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 187.] 
VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtu Series, ] 





fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the county of Suffolk from 
Haughley to Halesworth, with a branch 
to Debenham and Westerfield (Mid-Sui- 
folk Light Railway Order, 1900 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the county of Cornwall 
between Saltash and Callington (Calling- 
ton Light Railway Order, 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the county of Flint from Rhyl 
to Prestatyn (Rhyl and Prestatyn Light 
Railway Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light 
Railways in the Borough of Dudley, and 
the Urban Districts of Stourbridge and 
of Lye and Wollescote, in the county of 
Worcester (Dudley and District Light 
Railways (Extension) Order, 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 AND 
1888. 


Copies presented, of Special Reports 
by the Board of Trade under Section (1) 
of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888 :— 

(1) Battersea Electric Lighting Order, 

1900; 


(2) Freshwater and Totland (I. W.) 
Electricity Supply Company, Limited, 
Electric Lighting Order, 1900 ; 

(3) Marylebone Electric Lighting Order, 
1900 ; 


(4) Royal Leamington Spa _ Electric 
Lighting Order, 1900 ; 
(5) Staines, Egham, and Chertsey 


Electric Lighting Order, 1900 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
3B 








1287 Returns, 
TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND] 


BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 
Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
of the Trade of the United Kingdom | 
with Foreign Countries and British Pos- | 
sessions for 1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table, 


AUSTRALIA. 

Copy presented, of Extract from a) 
Memorandum on the Draft Australian | 
Commonwealth Bill, Adelaide, 1897, | 
communicated to the Premier of New | 
South Wales, after the Conference with | 
the Colonial Premiers assembled in | 
London in July, 1897 [by Command] ; to | 
lie upon the Table. 


LAND REGISTRY. 


Return ordered, “ of the work done in | 
the Land Registry under the various | 
Acts hereinafter mentioned, namely :— | 

| 


1. Under the Land Transfer Acts, | 
1875 and 1897 :— 
(a) The number, value, and acre- 
age (where known) of estates the 
titles to which were registered, on | 
first registration, from the Ist day 
of January, 1899, to the 31st day of | 
December, 1899,showing the numbers 
of estates registered with absolute, | 
qualified, and possessory title, and | 
leaseholds ; and also the number of | 
estates registered under the Small | 
Holdings Acts, 1892. | 
(b) The total number of separate | 
titles on the register on the 31st day | 
of December 1899 (i.) by first regis- | 
tration, (ii.) by sub-division of 
estates already registered, and (iii.) 
by transfer from the 1862 register. 
(c) The total number of separate 
titles which have been removed from 
the register on the 31st day of De- 
cember, 1899. 


2. Under the Land Registry Act, | 
i 1862 :-— | 

(a) The total number, value, and 
acreage (where known) of estates the 
titles to which were registered on 
first registration. 

(b) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 31st day 
of December, 1898 (i.) by first regis- 
tration, and (ii.) by sub-division of 
estates already registered. 

(c) The total number of separate 
titles which had been removed from 
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the register on the 31st day of 
December, 1899, otherwise than by 
transfer to the 1875 register. 


3. Under both the Acts of 1875 and 
1862 :— , 


(2) The total number of separate 
titles on the register on the 3lst 
day of December, 1899. 

(b) The total number of trans- 
actions annually registered from the 
Ist day of January, 1899, to the 
31st day of December, 1899, showing 
the numbers of (i.) first registrations 
under the Acts of 1875 and 1897, 
(ii.) conveyances, transfers, and trans- 
missions of land, (iii.) mortgages, 
charges, further charges, and trans- 
fers of mortgages and charges, (iv.) 
reconveyances of mortgages and 
cessation of charges, (v.) leases and 
surrenders of leases, (vi.) miscel- 
laneous. 


4. Under the Mortgage Debenture 
| Acts, 1865 and 1870, and the Improve- 
| ment of Land Act, 1864 :— 

A statement so far as may be 
practicable of the nature and amount 
of the work done under these Acts 
from the lst day of January, 1899, 
to the 3lst day of December, 1899. 


5. Under the Land Charges Registra- 
tion and Searches Act, 1888 :— 


The number of registrations, 
official searches, and _ ordinary 
searches made from the lst day of 
January, 1899, to the 3lst day of 
December, 1899. 


6. Under the Middlesex Registry Act, 
1708, and the Land Registry (Middlesex 
Deeds) Act, 1891 :— 


The number of registrations and 
searches made from the Ist day of 
January, 1899, to the 31st day of 
December, 1899. 


And showing the amount of fees 
received and the amount of salaries and 
expenses in the Land Registry from the 
Ist day of April, 1899, to the 31st day of 
March, 1900, distinguishing for the pur- 
poses of Section 22 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, the fees received and salaries 
and expenses paid under the Land Trans- 
fer Acts and the other Acts above referred 
to (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 304, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. 
H. D, Greene.) 
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Questions. 


BENEFICES ACT, 1898. 

Address for “ Return,” in the following 
form :— 

Return of Transfers of Rights of 
Patronage registered under the Benefices 
Act, 1898, during the year 1899 (to be 
extracted from the Register prescribed by 
Rules 2 and 3 of the Benefices Act, 1898), 
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| 
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| 
| 


Return of Benefices (if any) in respect | 


of which refusals of Institution were 
made under 


during the year 1899. 


H Name |Grounds|Whether; Result of 
2 of of any Appeal 
& |Benefice.| refusal. | Appeal. | (if any). 


| 














of which Commissions were issued during 
the year 1899, under the Pluralities Act, 
1838, as amended by the Pluralities Act 
Amendment Act, 1885, and the Benefices 
Act, 1898. 





























—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
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owners and Engineers and others upon 
the subject of apprenticeship of applicants 
for Board of Trade Certificates of Com- 
petency as Marine Engineers (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
316, of Session 1896).”—(Sir Fortescue 
Flannery). 





QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—MEDAL. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he has 
now ascertained the name of the artist 
who has designed the war medal. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe .t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): The de- 


| signer of the war medal is Mr. de Saulles, 


of the Royal Mint. The Chitral medal, 
the Canada medal, the Soudan medal, the 
Central African medal, to take recent 


| cases, have all been designed and carried 


out by him in consultation with the 
Deputy Master of the Mint. Mr. de 


'Saulles also arranged and engraved the 
| Jubilee medal, and has lately designed 


and executed the Great Seal. He has a 
high reputation as a designer and en- 


|graver of medals, and specimens of his 
|work are to be seen in this year’s 


| 


Return of Benefices (if any) in respect | meme de 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Do I understand there has been a new 
design for the Great Seal ? 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS’ reply 


| was inaudible. 


| NON-DELIVERY OF QUEEN’S CHOCO. 


LATE AND PRIVATE PARCELS. 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on-Trent): I 


beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


for War whether complaints are still being 


received as to the non-delivery of private 


parcels sent out to the troops in South 
Africa ; and whether he is aware that the 


| troops in the Natal field force have only 


received 75 per cent. of the Queen’s boxes 
of chocolate, what has become of the 
remainder, and whether he has any in- 
formation to show that a number of 


| parcels, which have not been delivered, 


have been stolen. 


dence between the Board of Trade and) *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. 
the representative Societies of Ship-; WynpHAM): The answer to the first 


3B 2 
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paragraph is in the negative, and we have 
no information to corroborate the state- 
ments in the second 


Questions. 


RELIEF OF MAFEKING—COLONEL 
PLUMER’S OPERATIONS. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can give an assurance 
that although the forces under Colonel 
Plumer operated where there were neither 
press correspondents or other means of 
stirring popular emotion or exciting 
public interest in their proceedings, 
extending over many months, the 
authorities will take special care to mark 
official appreciation of their successful 
services for the relief of Mafeking. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): I can assure my hon. 
and gallant friend that the absence of 
press correspondents and other means of 
exciting public interest will not in any 
way be prejudicial to the “official apprecia- 
tion” of the excellent services rendered 
by Colonel Plumer and the forces under 
his command. 


SEPARATION ALLOWANCES—SICK 
FURLOUGH. 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether separation allowance is 
being paid to the wives of men on sick 
furlough. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): Yes, Sir. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY RESERVE OFFI- 
CERS--DURATION OF EMERGENCY 
SERVICE. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 


{COMMONS} 
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| VOLUNTEERS~MOUNTED INFANTRY 
COMPANIES. 

Stir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
|tary of State for War if a decision has 
| yet been arrived at as to the capitation 
grant of mounted infantry companies of 
 Fohaniaee battalions, now deemed essen- 
| tial to their efficiency, and especially as to 
‘the camp allowances this year ; and, 
further, if, having regard to the cost of 
hire, it will be possible to provide the 
mounted companies of battalions proceed- 
ing to Aldershot and other large military 
centres with suitable Government horses 
for the purpose of instruction. 


| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
_Mr. WynpHaAM): The capitation allow- 
‘ances for mounted infantry will be 
|shortly made known. It will not be 
_practicable to provide suitable Govern- 
/ment horses for these companies. 
Mounted infantry companies are not 
deemed essential to the efficiency of any 
Volunteer battalion. The formation of 
such companies will be encouraged in 
cases where they can be made efficient 
without interfering with recruiting for the 
| Yeomanry ; but it is held that, in general, 
| eyclist companies will be more likely to 
| be useful. 
| ARMY CLOTHING AND EQUIPMENT 
COMMITTEE. 

CotoneEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
| (Bath): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the Depart- 
‘mental Committee on the dress of the 
Army have yet reported regarding a fight- 
ing and manceuvring dress and equipment 
for the troops. 


*Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynpHam): The Departmental 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State Committee are considering questions of 
for War if he can state the probable | clothing, but not equipment ; they have 
duration of the employment of Royal | made an interim report, which is being 
Artillery Reserve officers recalled to re- | considered. 

gimental duty in the present emergency, | 

as the uncertainty now existing with | RIFLE RANGES. 

respect to this matter throws a financial} Smirk JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
strain coupled with inconvenience upon Leominster): I beg to ask the Under 


the domestic arrangements of these 
officers. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyNDHAM): No, Sir. So long as 


the war lasts it is impossible to give any 
idea of the duration of their employ- 
ment. 





| Secretary of State for War if he can say 
what is the minimum extent of rifle range 
| which the War Office require as necessary 


\for the formation of a local camp for 
| Militia and Volunteers. 


| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): For this year’s camps 
| 
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the minimum length of the range between | to the Foreign Office, and where they are 
firing point and target is 800 yards for}shown in the Estimates; what is the 
Militia and 600 for Volunteers; but, present residence of the Consul General, 
behind the targets in every range a_ who is Consul at Zeyla, and who is Vice- 
safety zone of land is required, the size of Consul at Berbera; and whether any 
which varies in accordance with the | steps can be taken to show, by notes in 


Questions. 





nature of the ground. 


INDIAN MUTINY PENSIONS—CASE 
OF PATRICK FINEGAN. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he has seen an appli- 
cation for an increase of pension made by 
Patrick Finegan, late of the 41st Foot, 
and having regard to the fact that Fine- 


gan served close upon twenty-two years | 
in the Army entirely in India, and served | 


through the Indian Mutiny, gaining three 
medals and clasp and four good conduct 


rings, and as he is now over sixty-four | 
years of age, with a wife dependent upon | 


him, will his application be granted. 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : This 


‘the Estimates, Foreign Office officials 
| employed in cases where the expenses are 
| met from local revenues. 


| *THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
|STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
| Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The Pro- 
tectorate is administered by a Consul 
| General, who reports direct to the Secre- 
tary of State. His headquarters are at 
Berbera. At the present moment Mr. 
Hampson is Acting Consul at Zeyla, and 
Lieutenant Cordeaux is in charge of the 
Vice-Consulate at Berbera. The expenses 
‘of the Protectorate are defrayed out of 
local revenues, and do not, therefore, 
appear in the Estimates. Should any 
officials whose salaries are borne on the 
Estimates receive payments from Pro- 
tectorate funds the fact will be noted in 








man claimed his discharge in 1875 and e ' 
received a pension of ls. a day. This is | the usual manner in the Estimates or the 
the maximum rate admissible for his rank Appropriation Accounts. 

and service, and the regulations do not | 


permit of any increase. |  CLERKSHIPS OF THE HOUSE. 
| 


. ' Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Ty bed Lys eg ee ee | Rusheliffe) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
CONTRACT. — : ’ | of the Exchequer whether, as a member 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- of the Commission appointed by virtue of 


; 52 Geo. 3, c. 11, he can say if the recom- 
mg M phony Bn in ae /mendations of the Joint Committee of 


: 3 i h 5 of their Report as to 
whether an opportunity will be afforded | 1899 in paragrap ; = 
for the discussion of the proposed con- | the permanent staff, with respect to 
tract between the Crown agents for the | examinations and nominations for clerk- 


colonies and Messrs. Elder, Dempster, | ‘ps in the establishment, are being 
carried out. 


and Company for a steamship service) 

between Jamaica and the United King- Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
dom before the said contract has been CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEacH, 
completed. Bristol, W.): The Joint Committee re- 


Tar SECRETARY or STATE For. commended that the number nominated 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | to compete for each vacancy among the 
Birmingham, W.): The contract has | clerks of the House should not be less 


| than four, and that the examination 
eile —” and has: been Should be raised to the standard of 
: Class I. for the Civil Service. I am in- 
; ‘formed that the Clerk of the House pro- 
SOMALI COAST PROTECTORATE. | poses always to nominate not less than 
*Stir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- four competitors, whenever available, for 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the each vacancy. The rule hitherto has 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign | been to nominate not less than three or 
Affairs what arrangements have been | more than six. As regards the examina- 
made for the government of the Somali | tion, it is not thought desirable to adopt 
Coast since the transfer of the Protec- | the precise examination for Class I. of 
torate from the Government of Bombay | the Civil Service, but steps are being 
J 
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Commissioners to devise a scheme which 
will afford as high a test as Class I., but | to the Dogs Regulation Bill, No. 125, by 
will include a rather larger proportion of | the Council of the Associated Petty 
constitutional history and other svecial | Sessions Clerks of Ireland ; whether he is 


subjects. 





in the city of Belfast in March, 1900, 
METROPOLITAN POLICE. | 3,000 of them were applied for on the 


, . “_ 31st March, being the last day for regis- 
Prag alg Pd Ts abs | tration, and three offices were open in 
ment whether his attention has been | ian, Comme tet Cay aoe is ee 


called to the case of a Metropolitan police | engaged in the work of registration there, 


/and that most of the applicants were de- 
constable who was prosecuted for theft at |}. ’ fs 
the County of yk Sh ieitens sin ti tained for upwards of an hour each await- 
October, 1899, and acquitted, but was | ing their turn ; and if he will take into 
thereupon eae Sane ger eae prac. | consideration the suggested amendments 

smis ; 


tically recharged with the offence in the | weedy A = ‘ wg ay asking this 
police orders ; and whether he will con- | P ‘ 

sider the advisability of inquiring into the! *[Tyez PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
facts of the case, and of ascertaining the | or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
opinion of the learned Judge who tried pool, West Derby): Yes, I have received 
the case, with a view to relieving the dis- | representations trom the Council of the 
missed constable from the stigma cast | Associated Petty Sessions Clerks of Ire- 
upon him, and of compensating him for |]and on the subject to which the hon. 
any injury he has sustained. Member refers, and have communicated 
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taken in concert with the Civil Service | Agriculture whether his attention has. 
been called to the suggested amendments 


aware that out of 11,606 licences issued _ 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For) 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. | 
Wuite Ripvey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
This constable was punished for being off | 
his beat—which he admitted—and for | 
drinking on duty, which he denied, but 


which was conclusively proved. The jury | 
having acquitted him of stealing the beer, | 
that charge was not dealt with in any | 
Apart altogether from the allega- | 
tion of theft, his conduct was in the, 


way. 


opinion of the Commissioner of Police 


such as to show him to be an unfit person | 
to be a police officer, and he was therefore | 


dismissed. 


Captain NORTON: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether it did not 
appear in the police orders of 13th Octo- 
ber as follows— 

SP .f...- , found ina yard on his beat, 
drinking beer from a bottle which had been 


taken from a van in the yard. Considered 
unfit for the police foree.” 





Does not that prove —— 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): They must get expensively drunk. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


them to my right hon. friend the Chief 
Secretary, with whom I am to discuss the 
questions raised before the Bill goes into 
Committee. 


CARBURETTED WATER GAS. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg toask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether there is any 
legislative regulation or restriction in 
regard to the use of and supply by the 
London gas companies of carburetted 
water gas; whether he is aware that in 
_ 1898 a departmental committee appointed 
| by the Board of Trade recommended that 
the admixture of water gas with ordinary 
| coal gas should be limited to 12 per cent. ; 
_and that by a Parliamentary Return in 
| the same year, it was shown that some of 
| the London companies were even then 
| using considerably over double that pro- 
| portion ; and whether, in view of the 
'fact that there is reason to believe the 
amount has since been largely increased, 
and that water gas is four times as 
poisonous as coal gas, and cannot be 
detected by its odour, he will consider 
the advisability of taking steps to initiate 
legislation on the subject as has long 
been urged by medical and sanitary 





Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 





authorities, and by some means acquaint 
the public with the fact that they are 
being supplied with a poisonous article in 
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the name of ordinary gas, so that due 
care may be taken in its general use. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcutg, Croydon): 
The hon. Member must not assume 
that I admit to the full the accuracy of 
all the statements contained in the ques- 
tion, some of which might be made the 
subject of argument and controversy ; but 
the answer to the first paragraph is in the 
negative, and with regard to legislation I 
can merely say that if undertaken it should 
be general in its character and not con- 
fined to London. In any general legisla- 
tion my right hon. friends the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department and 
the President of the Local Government 
Board would probably have a larger in- 
terest than the Board of Trade, and I 
cannot make any promise on the subject 
at this period of the session. 


Questions. 


L. & S. W. RAILWAY—ACCIDENTS AT 
WIMBLEDON RAILWAY STATION. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 

beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can ascertain the 
number of accidents which have occurred 
during the last five years to the railway 
servants at the Wimbledon Station of the 
London and South Western Railway, and 
the number of trains which pass through 
that station each day ; and whether, in 
view of the importance of the station, he 
will press on the company the desirability 
of providing disappearing luggage lifts to 
prevent risks to porters and others from 
the need to carry luggage across the lines 
from one platform to another. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I will communicate 
with the company on the subject of the 
hon. Member's question and let him know 
the result. 


BRISTOL POST OFFICE — SENIORITY 
QUESTIONS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he can explain 
on what ground two ex-telegraph mes- 
sengers, named Pidgeon and Cavill, em- 
ployed in the Bristol office, who took out- 
side employment, one at sea, and the 
other in a grocer’s warehouse for about 
two years, and then re-entered the service 
asestablished postmen, are given seniority, 
with all its attendant advantages, over 
several postmen who went direct from 
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| the messengers’ to the postmen’s class 
| prior to the return of these messengers to 
the service; and whether there is any 
rule by which broken service is secured 
seniority over continuous service. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The men referred to were not re- 
employed as established but as auxiliary 
postmen, When the statement of their 
service as unestablished officers was sub- 
mitted in 1893, with a view to obtaining 
established appointments, no reference 
was made to the fact that their service 
had been broken, and their order of 
seniority was decided according to the 
length of their supposed unestablished 
service. Steps will now be taken to give 
these men their proper position on the 
class. The answer to the latter part of 
the hon. Member's question is in the 
negative. 


Questions. 


POST OFFICE PENSIONS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he will take 
steps to lessen the delay which now occurs 
between the retirement of postal officials 
and the settlement of their pension ; 
whether he is aware that this delay fre- 
quently causes great hardship to the men 
and their families ; and whether the delay 
is due to the action of the Post Office 
‘authorities in sending the cases to the 
| Treasury in batches instead of forwarcing 





each case as it arises. 


| Mr. HANBURY: Superannuation 
papers are dealt with by the Post Office 
as they arise, and not in the manner 
| described in the latter part of the ques- 
tion. No avoidable delay occurs in send- 
ing in superannuation papers to the 
| Treasury, but special questions often arise 
|in connection with the qualification for 
pension, and it is sometimes necessary to 
obtain particulars which involve several 
references to different offices. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Would it not be 
possible, in order to avoid the hardships 
which frequently occur in the interval 
between a man’s leaving the service and 
getting his pension, to keep him in the 
service until the pension is actually 
settled ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I do not think that 
canbe done. Application cannot be made 
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to the Treasury until a man has resigned. 
I quite agree with the hon. Member that 
delay ought to be avoided as far as 
possible. 


Mr. STEADMAN : But the Post Office 
officials must know when a man’s service 
is expiring. Could not arrangements be 
made accordingly ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Not always. There 
may be a question as to whether a man 
is entitled to the full pension. He has no 
right of appeal to the Treasury until he 
is actually dismissed. 


Questions. 


WORKHOUSES—POWERS OF CLOSING. 


Str JAMES RANKIN: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the Local Government 
Board are prepared to sanction the clos- 
ing of a workhouse in any union where 
the number of inmates is very small, and 
when such inmates can be conveniently 
and economically accommodated in the 
workhouses of adjoining unions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : The Local Govern- 
ment Board, as a rule, think it very de- 
sirable that each union should have a 
workhouse of its own, but they have some- 
times assented to an arrangement of the 
kind contemplated in the question. The 
circumstances would have to be very care- 
fully considered in any particular instance, 
but where it was found to be compatible 
with the comfort of the inmates and that 
the arrangement could properly be made 
under the conditions suggested in the 
question, the Board would not withhold 
their sanction to the closing of a work- 
house. 


BARRACK SCHOOLS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board if he will 
state how many barrack schools have been 
closed since the issue of the Depart- 
mental Committee’s Report in April, 
1896, and what is the total sum which 
has been expended or sanctioned for the 
extension of the buildings of those schools 
already existent; and what additions 
have since been made to each school. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : Since the date men- 
tioned the Local Government Board have 
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issued orders for the dissolution of two 
of the metropolitan school districts— 
namely, the Forest Gate and the South 
Metropolitan districts. The four schools 
belonging to these districts have not yet 
been closed, but they wiil be as soon as 
the arrangements which are being made 
for the accommodation of the children 
have been completed. The total expendi- 
ture that has been sanctioned by the 
Board since April, 1896, for the purposes 
referred to in the question is approxi- 
mately £42,000, but no additions have 
been sanctioned by the Board to any of 
the existing large schools to increase the 
number of children to be accommodated 
in them. The expenditure, which extends 
|scho four years, covers the seventeen 





schools, in which accommodation is pro- 
vided for over 10,000 children, and has 
| been made solely for the purpose of neces- 
| sary improvements in existing accommo- 
| dation. 
| 


THE WALLACE COLLECTION 
AT HERTFORD HOUSE. 


| Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): I beg to 
| ask the First Commissioner of Works if 
| he can state when the coiiections of the 
late Sir R. Wallace, at Hertford House, 
will be thrown open to the public. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. AKERS 
DovuGLas) : It is intended to open the 
Wallace Collection to the public on Mon- 
day, 25th June. 


G. N. RAILWAY OF IRELAND— 
MOUNTJOY RAILWAY STATION. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the report of a public meeting 
recently held at Mountjoy, county 
Tyrone, to protest against the action of 
the Great Northern Railway Company of 
Ireland in refusing to reopen the railway 
station at that place, and has he received 
from the Omagh Rural District Council a 
resolution on the subject; is he aware 
| that the distance between the adjoining 
stations of Omagh and Newtown-Stewart 
is about ten miles, and that the plans of 
the engineer provided for a station at 
Mountjoy, and were sanctioned on that 
understanding; and will he bring the 
matter before the directors with a view 
to meet the wishes of the people and the 
needs of the district. 
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1301 Questions. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
have communicated again with the com- 
pany, and as a result I regret to say that 
I cannot add anything to my reply to the 
hon. Member’s question of February 16th* 


ORNAMENTAL WATERS IN PHCNIX 
PARK, DUBLIN. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
toask the Secretary to the Treasury if 
he can say why no pond of ornamental 
water for boating and pleasure has been 
made in Pheenix Park as in Hyde Park 
and St. James’s Park ; and what did those 
in the London parks cost, and would the 
Treasury sanction a similar expenditure 
in the Phcenix Park. 


Mr. HANBURY: The question does 
not appear ever to have been considered 
whether an ornamental pond for boating 
could be made in the park, and, if so, 
what the cost would be, but inquiry, and, 
if necessary, an estimate shall be made. 
I am afraid, however, that there must be 
difficulties in connection with any ex- 
penditure on such a scheme in the Pheenix 
Park so long as no power exists for 
making regulations for the keeping of 
order in the park. The pond in the 
People’s Gardens, I am informed, becomes 
stagnant in summer, as there is a very 
small supply of water passing through it. 


FERMANAGH ROYAL SCHOOL ENDOW- 
MENT. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland “whether he is 
aware that the late Dr. Donnelly, Roman 
Catholic Bishop of Clogher, on being re- 
quested by Lord Justice Fitzgibbon to 
state how it was proposed to spend the 
Roman Catholic portion of the Fer- 
managh Royal School Endowment, 
handed in a written proposal, dated 
20th October, 1886, in which he said 
they proposed to divide the endowment 
into two equal parts, one half to go to- 
wards establishing a Roman Catholic 
intermediate day school in Enniskillen, 
where there was a manifest need for such 
a school ; and will the Commissioners of 
Education now request the Commissioners 
of Charitable Donations and Bequests for 
Ireland to amend the scheme of 22nd 
May, 1891, so as to provide for the 
establishment out of the building fund of 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxix, page 230. 
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an intermediate school in Enniskillen, as 
requested by the petition presented by a 
number of the Roman Catholic inhabi- 
tants of Fermanagh in December, 1899, 
and as promised by the late Bishop. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The answer to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. The scheme 
which was ultimately adopted  incor- 
porated a general Roman Catholic govern- 
ing body for the whole diocese, and did 
not otherwise give effect to this proposal. 
With regard to the second paragraph, an 
application of the nature indicated came 
before the Commissioners of Education in 
January last, when they arrived at the 
conclusion that there were no grounds 
for applying to the Board of Charitable 
Donations and Bequests to make any 
change in the scheme. 





Mr. ARCHDALE: Then, are the 
Roman Catholic inhabitants to have no 
portion of the endowment which was left 
entirely for them ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am unable 
to say ; I have nothing to do with it. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS. 

Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
the scheme for the payment of Irish 
teachers under the proposed new system 
of primary education in Ireland, any 
| financial loss to the teachers will result 
| 





'in the matter of results fees and fees 
| under the heading of Excise and Customs 
| for the year ending 31st March, 1900. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply 
given by me yesterday to a number of 
somewhat similar questions, to which I 
would refer the hon. Member,* must 
equally apply to this question. 


LAND APPEALS IN COUNTIES DOWN 
AND ANTRIM. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
when the next sittings of the Chief Land 
Commissioners will be held for the 
counties of Down and Antrim. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A sitting of 
the Land Commission for the hearing of 


* See page 1116 of this volume. 
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appeals from the county Down will be | the position of managers and the salaries 
held at Belfast on the 5th June, and a | of teachers, the proposed new rules will 
sitting for the hearing of appeals from | be laid upon the table of this House 
the county Antrim will be held at the | before the Second Reading of the Irish 


{COMMONS} ° 


same place on the 3rd July. 


MOUNTMELLICK GUARDIANS AND 
THE POLICE. 

Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Ossory): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Mountmellick Board of 
Guardians unanimously passed a resolu- 
tion condemning the conduct of the police 


| Education Bill. 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In answer 
|to this question, I think it would be 
| desirable that the rules should be made 
| public in some form or other before the 


| second reading of the Bill ; but I am un- 


| willing to give any absolute pledges on the 
| subject, because I do not know how soon 


| the rules will be ready. 


in charging the people on the 17th of | 


April last ; and whether he will have the 
matter inquired into, as requested by that 


board. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
received a copy of the resolution referred 
to. It appears that on the night of the 


17th April a disorderly crowd marched | 
through Mountmellick groaning at the | 


police and using seditious language. The 
sergeant in charge of the small force of 


police stationed in the town advised the | 
people to disperse quietly, but instead of | 


receiving his advice in a reasonable spirit 


the mob became more disorderly, and | 
rushed at the police, three of whom were | 


assaulted. In self-defence the police at 
this stage charged the crowd with their 
batons. 


since been convicted by a full bench of 
local magistrates and sentenced to various 
terms of imprisonment. The cases against 


I have | 


A number of persons who par- | 
ticipated in the attack on the police have | 


COUNTY DONEGAL CONSTABLES’ 
COMPENSATION. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the reason why the compensation 
awarded on the 27th November, 1899, to 
the barony constables and collectors of 
the county Donegal has not yet been paid ; 
'and whether he will use his influence to 
' secure that result. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The informa- 
tion necessary to enable the Local Govern- 
ment Board to come to a decision in the 
matter of these claims was only received 
by them in a complete form on the 11th 
| instant from the county council. On the 
17th instant an Order was issued authoris- 
ing payment to the county council of 
one-half the gratuities awarded to these 
officers out of the Local Taxation 
, Account. 


other defendants have been adjourned for | 


three months in order to see how they 
will conduct themselves in the meantime. 
There is nothing in the action of the 


police on the occasion calling for investi- | 


gation, as requested. 


Mr. CREAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the men who 


kicked up the row were Reservists, and , 


that they were not punished at all ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


IRISH NATIONAL EDUCATION RULES. 

Mr. J. H M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, 
St. Stephen’s Green): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, having regard to the 
importance of the contemplated changes 
in the rules of the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland, regulating 


DOWNPATRICK KELP INDUSTRY--RE- 
VISION OF RATING VALUATIONS. 
Mr. M‘CARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
‘of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
large number of farms along the sea coast 
in the Downpatrick Union of County 
| Down were valued at a time when these 
farms were enhanced in value by the 
quintities of seaweed which had been 
| then used in connection with the kelp in- 
| dustry, and whether he is aware that there 

is no kelp interest within the Downpatrick 

Union now; and whether, seeing that 

the rates and cess have been applied to 

the old valuation, and not to the judicial 

‘rents which in many cases have been 

fixed at sums under half the gross poor 
| law valuation, he will consider the desira- 

' bility of having a new revaluation made, 
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particularly within the districts of Ard-| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When will 
glass and Killough. the Vote be taken ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No addition) _Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is impos- 
to the value of land along the coast line | sible for me to fix a day. 


of the Downpatrick Union was made by Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : Is the 


reason of the kelp industry. In some) watter under the consideration of the 
cases, however, a small percentage was | 7 5.4 Chancell ort 


added for seaweed used as manure. With 
regard to the suggested revaluation of the [No answer was given. ] 
two districts mentioned, obviously this 
could only be done under a general 
scheme for the revision of the valuation 
for rating purposes of the whole of 
Ireland, and on this point I would refer 
the hon. Member to my reply to a ques- 
tion of the hon. Member for South 
Leitrim of the 14th February, 1898.* 





THE COMPANIES BILL. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
| vil): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
| Treasury if he can now say when the 
| Second Reading of the Companies Bill 
| will be taken. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
HOUSE OF LORDS CLERKSHIPS. | ©42n0t answer the question. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ee P = ree 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, can | pacts nen RRasnaey tahabapnn 
he state what is the cause of the delay in| SI8 HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
filling up the post of Reading Clerk in | to”, E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
the House of Lords; Is he aware that | Say what Votes will be taken on the 
the House of Lords Offices Committee in Friday after we meet ? 


1889 strongly recommended that the ap-| \fr A. J. BALFOUR: Unless I find 
pointment to at least one of the two it necessary to give a second night to the 


posts of Clerk Assistant and of Reading pucati r 1: 
Clerk should, instead of being exercised 4 oe ah bis tac Hecns vane smictage wens 


by the Lord Chancellor, revert to the eae ae R 
Clerk of the Parliaments, and that he. Mr. GIBSON | BOWLES: Will you 
should promote to the post one of the | Put down the Vote for officers of the 
senior clerks of his department ; Is he | House of Lords? 

aware that the Joint Select Committee of| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; that has 
the House of Lords and the House of been discussed a whole night. 

Commons on the Houses of Lords and) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Not this 
Commons Permanent Staff which sat in | session. 

1899 agreed with the opinion expressed 
by the Lords Committee of 1889; Can 4 er etre i a! 
he give an assurance that, in filling up LAND ——oe BUILDINGS) 
this post, regard will be had to the re- ia ; 
commendations of these two Committees, Reported from the Select Committee, 
can he state what provision is made for | Without amendment. 

the performance of the duties of the Reports to lie upon the Table. 

Reading Clerk during the time that the 
post remains unfilled, and can he say 
when the post is likely to be filled by a BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 
fresh appointment; and, will he put 
down the Vote for the House of Lords 


Offices for such a day as will enable it to 
be stones 7 Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


Tue FIRST LORD TREA printed. [No. 183.] 
HE FIRS OF THE “| Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, | standing Committee to be oreo ie 
E.): Iean only say that the matter is 188.] 5 


under consideration. 





Bill re-committed for Monday next. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., with Amendments. 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 


* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth  Mittee), to be considered upon Thursday > 
Series], Vol. liii., page 490.” , 14th June, and to be printed. [Bill 237.] 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to make better provision for 


the custody of Diocesan Records.” 
Diocesan Records Bill [Lords]. 





NEW BILLS. 


TRAMWAYS (IRELAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 


Bill to amend the Tramways (Ireland) 


Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. | 


Harrington, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. 


James Campbell, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. | 
Patrick O’Brien, Mr. Hemphill, and Mr. | 


William Moore. 
TRAMWAYS (IRELAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend the Tramways (Ireland) 
Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; 


to be read a second time upon Monday | 
[ Bill 238. ] | 


25th June, and to be printed. 


CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN 
CAPTIVITY. 


Bill for the prevention of Cruelty to | 
Wild Animals in captivity, ordered to be | 
brought in by Mr. H. D. Greene, Sir | 


Robert Reid, Mr Alfred Lyttelton, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, and Mr. Banbury. 


CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN 
CAPTIVITY BILL. 


“For the prevention of Cruelty to 


Wild Animals in Captivity,” presented, | 


and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 14th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 239.] 


SUPPLY [11TH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair.] 


CiviL SERVICE EstrmaTEs, 1900-1901. 


Cxass II. 
1. Motion made, and Question proposed, 


«That a sum, not exceeding £10,486, be | 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 


{COMMONS} 


e 
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| of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
| penses of the Offices of the Chief Secre- 
|tary to the Lord Lieutenant in Dublin 
'and London, and of the Inspectors of 


| Lunatic Asylums.” 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| I rise to move the reduction of the Vote 
| by £100, and I do so in order to call the 
| attention of the Committee to the fact 
that not only are the Irish people at the 
| present moment living under exceptional 
laws different from those which govern 
the rest of the United Kingdom, but that 
the Executive Government of Ireland is 
conducted in an entirely different spirit 
from that in which the Government of 
| England, Scotland, and Wales is con- 
ducted. The public in these times are apt 
' to forget that there is on the Statute-book 
applying to Ireland a Coercion Act, under 
which the Viceroy is able to suppress 
freedom of speech and of the press, to 
suspend trial by jury, and, in fact, to 
suspend the most valuable parts of the 
| British Constitution. The truth is, the 
_ people of this country are so occupied by 
| considerations arising out of the war that 
they have no time to consider the spirit 
under which Ireland is being ruled at the 
present moment. Moreover, the public 
have been so gratified at the generous 
reception recently given to the Sovereign 
on her visit to Ireland that they forgot 
that at the very time when the people 
| were cheering the Queen in the streets of 
| Dublin the executive officers of the 
Government were dispersing peaceable 
and orderly meetings called to advocate 
the removal of grievances in the very 
poorest parts of the west of Ireland. My 
object is to point out that the spirit in 
which the Executive Government is carried 
‘on in Ireland would not be tolerated for 
twenty-four hours in this country. I 
assert, in the first place, that a series 
of perfectly peaceful and _ constitu- 
tional meetings have been broken 
up by the action of the Govern- 
ment by violence and brute force, 
‘and that in the course of the proceedings 
Members of this House have been pre- 
vented from addressing their constituents, 
‘and from exercising what certainly is 
their legal constitutional right; and the 
case which I desire to make to the Com- 
mittee is this: that this action on the 
| part of the Executive is uncgnstitutional, 
unnecessary, and stupid; that it was quite 
ineffectual for the object the Government 
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had in view ; that it was highly provoca-| parcelling out parts so as to 
tive and dangerous to the maintenance of | increase the small holdings of the 
public peace in Ireland. I think Ican| people. I do not know whether 
easily induce this Committee to come to | there is any tendency on the part of the 
that conclusion by establishing one or two | Chief Secretary to deny my statement as 
preliminary facts. Ireland generally, and | to the condition of these particular dis- 
these portions of Ireland in particular, are tricts, but we have testimony which he 
at this moment, and have been for a con- will not disregard. At the last spring 
siderable time, in a state of profound | assizes in these parts, Sir P. O’Brien, who 
peace. I think it is true to say of the has recently been elevated to the peerage, 
country generally that ordinary crime | said in county Mayo— 


was never 0 low as it is at this moment ; | “T am informed by the official authorities, 


public excitement of any kind does not by those responsible for the peace of this 
exist ; there is no turbulence or violence county, that there has been a substantial im- 
of any kind, and agrarian crime may be | yrersen in the condition of county Mayo. 
said to have practically disappeared. |! assume that is so, because I have been in- 
That is a most ha tet ok Cita, | formed of it from official sources 5 and if it be so 
PPy §8- | as Iam sure it is so, having regard to the 
I am glad to record the fact, and the source of my information—gentlemen,| I think 
Chief Secretary will not deny that Ire-| it a matter of congratulation. I say no 
land is in a state of peace.  —— . 
|I say there is no crime or ular dis- 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- es: en in Ireland encase in these 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, | poorer districts in particular. What there 
Central) : Hear, hear ! is is a recrudescence of a popular move- 
zs : ment, a movement which has sprung up in 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That being | these districts, and has gone on ine, 
so, it will enormously increase his difficul- , movement the leaders in which have 
ties when he comes to justify action which, heen preaching to the people doctrines 
knowing humannatureto be whatitis, must | which have already received the sanction 
have been calculated to lead to turmoil, dis- | of the Congested Districts Board—the 
order and excitement in the west of Ire- advocacy, in fact, of the policy of creating 
land. Surely in this state of peace it was | g peasant proprietary in the most poverty- 
absolute madness for the Irish Executive to | stricken districts in the west. The action 
enter upon any course of irritation likely of the Executive has not been caused by 
to arouse passion by arbitrarily suppress- | any recrudescence of crime or disturbance ; 
ing freedom of meeting and of speech, jt ‘must, therefore, have been directed 
especially in the west of Ireland. The | against this movement. I suppose the 
history of these western districts is a sad | defence of the Chief Secretary will be 
one. It is not much of an exaggeration | that he is opposing the movement because 
to say that there is almost perpetual he thinks it is likely to be carried on by 
famine there; certainly there is per- yiolence or illegality. But he has one 
petual hunger. It may truthfully be | substantial guarantee that that cannot 
said that if the people there had the land take place. There is no part of Ireland 
for nothing they could not live on it, and | where the people are so dependent in these 
they have to eke out their existence by a | popular movements on the encouragement 
little fishing and by migrating to this | and the support of the clergy as in the 
country during the harvest to earn a few | west, and on this very question I will 
shillings. It is a remarkable fact that, | yead an extract from a letter addressed to 
notwithstanding this condition of affairs, the Chief Secretary, signed by the 
this part of Ireland may be said to be in| Archbishop of Tuam, and the Bishops of 
astate of profound peace ; but I am bound | Galway, Clonfert, Achonry, Killala, and 
to express my conviction that that peace- | Elphin, in which they say, in regard to the 
ful condition is largely due to the hope | policy of this organisation— 
which many of these poor people enter- | «We are convinced that this wise and 
tain that they may by popular agitation | generous policy can be carried out, with the 
obtain a remedy in the direction which Edp of the Government, without causing 
has already received the approval of the | wrong or injury to any man ; and itis on that 
Government and the Congested Districts | understanding that we advocate its adoption. 


: | We should deeply regret to see any means or 
Board—namely , by breaking up large | methods of action employed to further the 


tracts in these poor districts and cause of the tenants which were not perfectly 
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just and legitimate. A just cause can only be | giving an account of the one which was 
weakened, and a holy cause can only suppressed. I think it may be shown 
sullied, by the commission of any crime ; and, Sarther that thi . he ti 
if necessary, we shall not fail to take steps to | ‘Urther that this action on the part of the 
warn our clergy and our flocks to abstain Sue Government is totally unnecessary. But 
any course of action that could be rightly | before proceeding to demonstrate that, 
regarded as unjust and immoral.” let me give an illustration of what has 
If the right hon. Gentleman is afraid that | actually occurred. A meeting had been 
this new movement will degenerate into | called for Newbridge on Sunday, 29th 
illegal and violent action, and if that| April, and anyone perusing the newspaper 
is the excuse he is going to make for | account of the proceedings of that day 
breaking up these meetings, he has, at | might well imagine he was reading a 
any rate, to face the fact that the clergy | report written by a special correspondent 
have indicated their intention todenounce | at the seat of war. We are told that 
both violence and illegality. Surely | “the promoters of the meeting were con- 
under these circumstances it would be! fronted by a proclamation.” That pro- 
wise for the right hon. Gentleman and | clamation was served only at eight o’clock 
the Executive to give no unnecessary | on the Saturday evening, although the 
provocation to public opinion. There have | meeting had been convened fully three 
been many meetings suppressed by the | weeks, and commenting on this the writer 
right hon. Gentleman during the past few | says— 

months, and the story in each case is the| «1¢ the Castle authorities considered that 
same. Generally speaking, the meetings | their trickery would succeed, they reckoned 
are called by placards, signed frequently | without such past masters in the art of flank 
by the priests and Members of Parlia-| movements and counter marches as old cam- 


ment for the district Although the | paigners like Messrs. Roche and Kilbride. By 
; | one of these mysterious resources of the Land 


meetings are convened _two and three | League days these gentlemen disappeared 
weeks in advance the Executive do not | from Ballinasloe some time in te amall hours, 
notify that the gathering will be pre-| turned up at Newbridge and Ballygar, and 


vented until late on the night before the | baving, with the assistance of their friends, 
r made the necessary arrangements, carried out 


day of meeting, when it is impossible for | a series of most successful meetings. Large 
the promoters of the meeting to commu-| numbers of policemen were drafted into the 
nicate with the people in the distant parts | district under Mr. A. C. Newell, R.M., County 


of the country, and prevent them from | Inspector Rodgers (Ballinasloe), and the dis- 
wa | trict inspector from Mount Bellew. A cordon 


attending the demonstration. Surely if | of police was drawn around Father O’Keeffe’s 
the Governmeut really desired to prevent | residence at Newbridge all day and untila 
any collision between the police and the | late hour last night, but the meeting was held 


» if they were really anxious to | before they arrived, and the place was turned 
poopie, tt Shey y into a very effective base of operations by the 


prevent violence, turbulence and rioting, ' leaguers, some of whom were always in the 
they would give the promoters earlier | locality keeping the authorities on the alert, 
intimation of their intentions. But they | while the others were holding meetings in 


77 ‘ .| different places. A large crowd of people who 
will on — - pe ape | had attended the meeting early in the mornin 
ee ee ee neil *| remained around the platform all day, an 
ing people troop into town, nine out of | this tended to keep sixty policemen in the 
ten not knowing that there is any objec- | locality—a fine covering’ movement which 


tion to the meeting. They find that the | worked ey. ed —_— 1 0 

Ne ee men were also scouring the country on bicycles, 
place is -— the charge of a large body of | but, though they found meetings being held 
armed policemen, and that the meeting is | often enough, they were powerless to bring the 
stopped. The priests are hustled off the | news to headquarters in time to have the pro- 
plattorm, and sometimes assaulted in the | ceedings interrupted. Altogether the autho- 


: | rities, 1 it st elaborate arrange- 
rR . s. and \ | rities, in spite of the most ela g 
presence of their flocks, and Members of | ments, were completely foiled, and made 


Parliament are not allowed to speak. | nothing but a laughing stock of themselves for 
But though the meeting as convened is | the people, who sarcastically cheered them 
prevented, the people generally separate | when they came up in time to be late, or de- 
in half a dozen different directions, and | patted in hot haste after a decoy party of the 
hold six meetings instead of the one which | ““*8"° 

had been suppressed, thus covering the | Surely that must necessarily be the effect 
Executive Government with contempt | of such a proceeding as this. The autho- 
and ridicule, and, more than that, the | rities do make laughing stocks of them- 
next morning’s papers are filled with | selves, especially when, as is the case 
reports of the six meetings, instead of | here, it can be shown that there was no 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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necessity for their action, as the district 
was in a state of peace, and there had 
been no crime there. The only object 
could have been to prevent the spread of 
a public movement, the objects of which 
the Chief Secretary does not approve, 
and that being so, it is impossible to 
make any valid defence for the action 
of the Government. The report goes 
on to give an account of the other 
meetings. The people having dispersed 
into different parts of the country around 


Newbridge, my hon. friend, Mr. Roche, | 


made a series of most eloquent speeches. 
In one case he and Father Gearty were 
received with deafening cheers by an 
immense crowd. The report I hold in 
my hand continues— 


“Mr. Roche was about addressing the 


ej off the car when County Inspector | 
a 


gers ordered him down, stating that he 
would not allow him to speak. 
“Mr. Roche protested, and was loudly 
cheered by the crowd. 
“ The County Inspector pulled him off the 
ear, and a scene of excitement ensued, the 
eople trying to rush in, but being pushed 
ses by the police. It was clear that a serious 
row was imminent, County Inspector Rodgers 
displaying a heat of temper that the Ke-ident 
Magistrate Mr. Newell found it difficult to 
curb. Father Gearty asked to be allowed to 
say &@ few words to his people. County 
Inspector replied—No, Sir ; certainly not, Sir. 
Father Gearty said he would address them in 
spite of him, and walked forward, but the 
Inspector pushed him back.” 


Now, if that is an accurate representa- 
tion of what took place, it is, I suggest, 
impossible to conceive a transaction more 
likely to lead to a breach of the peace. 
What was the object of it? The right 
hon. Gentleman cannot say that crime is 
rampant in that district, or that anyone 
has been making inflammatory speeches 
urging men to crime and outrage, for his 
own Judges have admitted that the 
districts are in a peaceful state. Owing 
to recent events in Ireland, these things 
have been overlooked, and English Mem- 
bers, I fear, have not the faintest idea 
that while the people were presenting 
loyal addresses to the Queen in Dublin 
Her Majesty’s policemen were assaulting 
the priests and Members of Parliament 
and breaking up constitutional meetings 
in the poor and famine-stricken districts. 
It is well that these matters should be 
made public, and that [rish Members, at 
any rate, should protest against this 
policy. I say that this conduct on the 


part of the Government is ineffectual for 
the object they have in view. 


I do not 
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know what that object is, unless it be to 
interfere with the spread of this organisa- 
tion. I am speaking here in the general 
interests of the country. If 1 were 
speaking here solely and simply as the 
advocate of the United Irish League, I 
should say to the right hon. Gentleman, 
“Go on. The more meetings you suppress 
the more strength you will give to the 
organisation.” It is of no use for the 
| Chief Secretary to smile good-humouredly 
| at that statement, because he must know 
that the experience of past Governments 
and of his distinguished relative when he 
was in Ireland was that the suppression 
of meetings led, not to the weakening 
of the organisation of the people, but to 
exactly the opposite. If his object is to 
weaken or destroy or prevent the spread 





of this particular organisation, his action 
\is likely to have the reverse effect. Let 
/me take one other case. Some time in 
January a public meeting was announced 
to be held in the town of Shgo, which 
is a very important Irish town. 
This meeting was summoned by the most 
responsible men in Sligo, and it was 
summoned to discuss, amongst other 
questions, the practice which exists in 
Ireland, and which is absolutely unknown 
in this country, to order a man to “stand 
by” by the Crown in certain jury cases. 
There is no such thing in this country at 
all. The Attorney General for Ireland 
appears to be sceptical about that state- 
ment, but I ask him whether such a case 
has occurred in England. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): Yes, Sir. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: How many 
men were told to stand aside ? 
Mr. ATKINSON : Fifteen. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What was 
the date ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : 1856. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Of course I 


am not quite so ignorant as to imagine 
that the right does not exist in this 
country. I intended to say that the 
practice does not exist. But my point is 
that the right is exercised every day in 





Ireland, and is never exercised in this 
country, and when I ask for a case to be 
stated I am sent back half a century to 
one case in England. 
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Mr. ATKINSON : I wished to refer 
the hon. and learned Member to a re- 
ported case. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is really 
beside the question. I am not arguing 
about the right, but what I want to point 
out is that the practice exists in Ireland, 
which does not exist here, and surely, 
Sir, this is a just subject for discussion 
on a public platform in Ireland. That is 
the only point I desire to make. This 
meeting in Sligo was called for the pur- 
pose of discussing that practice of ‘“stand- 
ing by” men, a practice which we have 
not been used to, so far as the Attorney 
General knows, for fifty years in England. 
Mr. ATKINSON: I did not say that.] 
jith reference to that meeting the 
Catholic Bishop wrote a letter to the 
promoters, and he said— 

‘*T] thank you cordially for your letter in- 
viting me to preside at Sunday’s meeting, but 
I regret that a long-standing engagement in a 
distant part of the diocese necessitates my 
being from home on that day. Let me assure 
you, however, and through you the members 
of the Sligo branch of the United Irish League, 
under whose auspices the meeting is to be held, 
that I am in fullest sympathy with the object 
for which it has been convened—namely, to 
condemn the iniquitous practice of excluding 
Catholics from serving on juries for no other 
reason than because they are Catholics. The 

rinciple underlying trial by jury is as old as 
anes Charta, and is now in vogue, in one 
form or another, in most civilised countries in 
the world. Only in Ireland is it found neces- 
sary in the interests of Government to depart 
from it by assigning to the Crown an unlimited 
authority of ordering respectable citizens 
whose names are on the jury panel to ‘stand 
by.’ The only plea for such an anomalous 
course is that either Catholic intellects are 
too ignorant or too blind to see the truth, or 
otherwise that Catholic consciences are too 
elastic to act upon the dictates of rectitude.” 


I quote that letter in order to show the 
character of this meeting—that it was 
promoted and sanctioned by the most 
responsible men in Sligo. It is not 
likely a Catholic bishop would give his 
sanction and approvel to a meeting called 
for an illegal purpose. There had been 
no violence or disturbance in Sligo ; the 
peace had not been broken, and, as far as 
I know, Sligo was in a perfectly crimeless 
condition, and it would certainly compare 
very favourably with any other city in 
Great Britain in that respect. The 
public meeting was convened by the 
most responsible men in the place to 
discuss a mater of public interest, and the 
Government issued a proclamation late at 
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night, and the night before the meeting 
was to be held. Then they dispersed the 
meeting by force, and the meeting was 
held at the town hall, with locked doors, 
in spite of the police. Is not that a con. 
temptible and ridiculous position for the 
Government to bein?—andI wantto know 
how they can justify it. Then I come 
to what was perhaps the worst case of 
all. It was the case of a meeting held 
at Clonfree in Roscommon, where no 
notice was given as regards the 
intention to suppress the meeting. 
District Inspector M‘Ghee came forward 
with a body of thirty police, who took up 
a position near the National school. Then 
the following conversation took place— 











“Mr. M‘GHEE: I command you to move 
away from here. 

“MR. MACEGAN : We are here on the public 
road. It is public property, and we decline to 
go away, as we have a perfect right to be 
here. 

“Mr. M‘GHEE: 


Come, sir, take yourself 
away out of this.” 


At this stage of the proceedings some of 
the police made a rush at Mr. MacKgan, 
who cautioned them not to assault him, 
as he still maintained that he and the 
people had a perfect legal right to remain 
there. Mr. M‘Ghee then approached Mr. 
Carr, and said— 


“T command you to remove away from 
here. I will not permit any meeting to be held 
here to-day.” 


He did not say he had any authority from 
Dublin to act as he did. Then Mr. Carr 
said— 

‘“‘ We have assembled here for the purpose of 
establishing a branch of the United Irish 
League. There is nothing secret in our pro- 
ceedings. Do you mean, Mr. Inspector, to tell 
us that such is illegal?” 


Mr. M‘Ghee replied— 


“T decline to give any explanation, and I 
repeat that no such meeting will be held in my 
district, and I caution you and all present to 
remove from here.” 


The police then rushed on the crowd, and 
some of the leading Nationalists of the 
district retired to the house of Mr. 
William Igoe. Mr. MacEgan made an 
attempt to address a few words to the 
crowd, but was interrupted by an advance 
towards the door of the house by Mr. 
M‘Ghee and his force who were stationed 
outside. Then a portion of the people 
went away and held a meeting in a field 
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while the police were watching the house. 
The newspaper report continues— 


Supply— 


“In the meantime it was announced that the 
Tulsk contingent were coming on, and the 
crowd moved on through the fields at a point 
to meet them. Mr. M‘Ghee, who was stationed 
onthe road with the greater portion of his 
men, on observing the course taken by the 

eople, immediately went on to meet the 
Palsk men, and drew a line of his men across 
the road.” 


I have no hesitation in saying that the 
conduct of the inspector in drawing a line 
of his men across the public road and 
refusing to allow any person to pass was 
not only illegal, but unjustifiable and un- 
warrantable. What happened eventually 
was that a number of people entered the 
house of a man named Shannon, and al- 
though a man’s house is supposed to be 
his castle, a police sergeant forced in the 
door, and, along with four or five other 
constables, dispersed the people without 
I was going 
to say that I was glad no disturbance 
took place, but really I am inclined to 
doubt the wisdom of such a statement. 
Tam not at all sure that to allow pro- 
ceedings of that kind to pass over with- 
out any vigorous resistance is a good 
thing. Anything more unjustifiable or 
more certain under ordinary circumstances 
to lead to a breach of the peace it is 
impossible to imagine ; and if the police 
had been outnumbered and thrown on one 
side by the people it would be impossible 
to blame the people, knowing what 
human nature is. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is to be congratuiated on the 
fact that these scenes passed over with- 
out any violence. I find it very 
difficult myself to understand how 
they did pass without violence. It is a 
state of things which would not be tole- 


rated for five minutes in this country, and | 


I think it speaks very badly for our 
people that these things should happen 
in Ireland, and that such little public 
attention should be directed to them. I 
hope, at any rate, this debate will open 
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constitutional, that the suppression of free 
speech in Ireland is an outrage, and that 
it would not be tolerated in England for 
twenty-four hours. It is dangerous in 
the highest degree to the interests of 
peace, and from the point of view of the 
Government desiring to put down a 
popular movement it is ineffectual. For 
these reasons I beg to move the reduction 
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| standing in my name. 


the eyes of some English Members as to | 


the state of things in Ireland. The main 
facts are, I submit, indisputable. There 
is no crime—indeed, no condition of public 


excitement—in Ireland, and yet meetings | 
called for a legal purpose are being broken | 


up by the police. These are facts which 
cannot be denied. I desire to arraign the 
policy of the Government on the broadest 
possible line. I say that their policy is un- 
VOL. LXXXUI. [Fourru Series. ] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Chief Secretary.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I wish to 
bring under the notice of the Com- 
mittee a case which deals with the action 
of the Executive in Ireland, of very much 
the same nature as that described by the 
hon. Member for Waterford. In the first 
place, I desire to say that in the district 
which I have the honour to represent 
there is not the same amount of destitu- 
tion, not the same chronic destitution, as 
in other parts of Ireland. There is, how- 
ever, a great deal of privation and a 
growing feeling in regard to compulsory 
purchase and occupying ownership. In 
the case to which I[ wish to refer 
I remember a question was put by my hon. 
friend the chairman of the party to the 
Chief Secretary, who stated, in’ answer, 
that the meeting had been suppressed by 
the Government, because it had been 
called for the purpose of boycotting and 
intimidation. I call that absolutely un- 
true and unfounded, and opposed to the 
facts of the case. Is it right or constitu- 
tional that, because the Government hold 
a certain opinion in regard to a public 
meeting—which opinion is arrived at 
without consultation with the local autho- 
rities—the right of free speech and public 
meeting may be abrogated when the 
Government so desire? It will not be 
denied that one of the grievances which 
most stirred the public mind and ex- 
cited public resentment in this country 
was the allegation that the right 
of free speech and public meeting in 
Pretoria and Johannesburg was more or 
less invaded. At atime when this great 


;and mighty Empire goes to war and 
deluges South Africa with blood to vindi- 
'cate the right of free speech and public 


meeting, that right is put at the mercy of 


3C 
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the Government, subject to the suspicion, | tutional rights and all principles of liberty 
generally unfounded, of a police officer, that, upon the subterranean information 
or to the mere signature of a paid magis- _and upon the deposition of some unknown 
trate of the Crown. That is the state of | constable, signed by a magistrate sixteen 
the case in regard to the meeting at New- | or eighteen miles away, a public meeting 
market, county Cork. I may point out | for legitimate political discussion should 
that the meeting was announced by | be prohibited. When I was handed the 
advertisement in the public press, with | proclamation I did not know who swore 
the names of the possible speakers, several | it, but the magistrate who signed it lives 
weeks before the incident on which the | sixteen or eighteen miles from New- 
proclamation was founded. What was/ market. There was a magistrate living 
that incident ? There was some dispute |in Newmarket who was much better 
between the landlord and the tenant of a | acquainted with the circumstances of the 


wretchedly small holding. The tenant | case. 
else took the|day previous to that on which it was 


was evicted, someone 
place, and there was some feeling in 
regard to that, no doubt, amongst several 
of my colleagues in the county council 
and district councils. As I have said, 
the meeting was announced before the 
incident on which this lying proclamation 
was founded—a nice example of the 
methods of police government which is 
worthy of the attention of the Committee. 
This proclamation is not ad rem, not in 
connection with a peculiar condition of 
things in Ireland or ina particular part of 
Ireland. It is a proclamation which is 
printed with blanks left to be filled in. 
When the Executive desire to proclaima 
meeting all they have got to do is to fill 
in the blanks—the date, the alleged 
objects of the meeting, the effects such as 
boycotting, the room, or the name of the 
place where the meeting is to be held, 
and the signature of the resident magi- 
strate. I shall decline, as far as I possibly 
can, to consent that my constituents shall 
be subject to the caprice of a policeman, 
or the signature of any resident magi- 
strate whatsoever. The right of free 
speech and public meeting has always 
heen the constitutional right of a free 
people, and yet a state of things has been 
reached when that right is denied. It 
was said in the proclamation that the 
object and effect of the meeting was boy- 
cotting and intimidation. There is en 
element of prophecy in that. Here is the 
placard issued, publicly calling the 
meeting, and in the forefront of it the 
objects are clearly and distinctly stated— 

‘** Assemble in your thousands to uphold the 
principle of Irish National Reunion, and to 
prove that you are as determined as ever to 


continue unflinchingly the glorious struggle 
for a free and emancipated Ireland.” 


The Government may object toa free and 
emancipated Ireland, but that is a political 
question. It is a subversion of all consti- 


Me. Flavin. 


When I arrived on the scene the 


‘arranged to hold the meeting, I was in- 
‘formed of the proclamation, and my 
| friends and I made arrangements to out- 
| wit the police, if possible, with the result 
‘that instead of holding one legal and 
| peaceful meeting in the town of New- 
| market, half a dozen were held in the 
/neighbourhood. I want to know from 
the Government, do they lay down asa 
postulate of admiristration that, on a 
deposition of a policeman bearing the 
‘signature of a resident magistrate—who, 
| it must be remembered, is removable by 
the Administration of the day—they can 
| take away my right to address my con- 
| stituents on the subject mentioned in this 
| placard? Not alone is a Member pre- 
vented from addressing a meeting of his 
constituents, but he is prevented actually 
'from entering the town. A cordon of 
police was drawn across every road, and 
people found the greatest difficulty in 
| getting to church to attend divine service. 

he rector told me that this peaceful 
town had been occupied by a large gar- 
rison of policemen and district inspectors, 
_who were marching and counter-marching 
all day. There is nothing in Ireland 
/without a touch of humour about it. 
| Where the comic element comes in in 
this case was that a proclamation, or 
rather a notice, was served on the hotel 
| keepers to close their establishments on 
that day, and no one was served with any 
/necessary refreshment. It is a moun- 
'tainous district, and people come from 
| —_ or ten miles away to the church on 
|a Sunday, and some of them to transact 
| business also. These people could not 
| get any refreshment ; but in a field behind 
the hotel gallons of porter and other 


drinkables were being sent up all day 


long to the policemen. I do not grudge 
‘the policemen their refreshment ; but I 
do complain that the ordinary people 
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were not allowed to enter the hotel to | sents the Irish administration has such 
obtain refreshments of any kind. So | a suspicious feeling in regard to the 
that you had two magistrates signing an; United Irish League, if he regards it with 
order calling on these innkeepers to close | such disfavour—I had almost said with 
their premises, and policemen, who are | such dislike—let him take action at that 
supposed to uphold law and order, break- | table, or elsewhere, in regard to that 
the law itself. As I have said, instead | organisation in a manner above board ; 
of one meeting being held, we had six, | but do not let him, while afraid to take 
each of them addressed by friends of | that course, attempt to crush and interfere 
mine, Members of Parliament, county | with that organisation by methods of 
councillors, and district councillors ; and | police violence which would be dis- 
the Government were made to appear | creditable to any administration. If you 
stupid and absurd in the eyes of the | want to crush it, prove that it is wrong ; 
people of the locality. This proclama-| but do not expose the people who think 
tion was founded on falsehood. The | they have still a right to free speech and 
town was peaceful, the district all | public meeting in Ireland to the danger 
round was peaceful, and a certificate | of being batoned and bayonetted by 
of peace and order was given to/| policemen in your pay. I think I have 
it by a Judge of Assize, just| shown that, in this particular case, in 
as he did to the whole county of Cork. | a peaceable locality, the Government’s 
The district is absolutely crimeless, but | action was high handed, illegal, and un- 
its offence is that it will give no promise | constitutional. I warn them, with any 
to the Government that the people will | little authority I may have obtained from 
not prosecute the National movement. | my position as a representative of a great 
We contend that we are entitled to carry | county constituency in Ireland for four- 
on our legal and constitutional meetings, | teen years, that their action is dangérous 
and that the Government are acting | to the public peace, and that if they per- 
illegally in suppressing them. The pro-| sist in practices of this kind they will 
clamation says that the object of the | strike a blow et constitutional freedom. 
meeting was boycotting and intimidation. 

I do not say that the policeman who made) Mfr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I do 
_ deposition would deliberately tell a | |, ue: Chik die ‘Gloveruaiaiiy. vealies the 
alsehood, but the effect of it was a false- | . : ‘ 

hood. The object of the meeting was to | state of things in Ireland in regard to 
advance the National cause and the United | our constitutional rights. Here public 
Irish League, and to give an oppor- meeting is recognised as one of the rights 
tunity to the Member for the district to|of the people, and they have rightly 
address his constituency ; and in suppress- | made great sacrifices to assert that right. 
ing it there was every element of illegality We, in Ireland, recognise also a duty 
and unconstitutional action on the part of.” = 

the Government. In the final part of the i” that respect, and we have en- 
proclamation, it is said that “the meeting ,deavoured, so far as we could, to 
may lead to a breach of the peace” ; but, assert the right of public meeting. The 
the peace was more likely to be broken | ordinary English Member speaks to his 
by the action of the police than by the | constituents without let or hindrance ; 
meeting itself. It is absolutely untrue to| even when our meetings are not pro- 
say that the holding of such a public | claimed, we have to address them with 
meeting in the open air would have led | police reporters present taking notes, and 
toa breach of the peace. If there was|the platform surrounded by police—a 
any danger of the peace being broken or | difference which should be recognised 
of tumult or disorder it was the provoca- | from the practice in this country. I rise, 
tive presence of the police preventing a | however, with the object of drawing 
Member of Parliament addressing his con- | attention to executive proceedings at the 
stituents, and coming there armed with | meeting held at Carrick-on-Suir on the 
batons, bayonets, pm rifles, to put down | opening day of this year. That meeting 





by force the exercise of the right of free | was called together and organised by a 
‘speech which we claim. The Govern- | branch of the United Irish League which 
ment had better take heed and think of had been established in that locality. [ 
what they are doing is this matter. If; was invited to attend it along with the 
the sight hon. Gentleman who repre-| hon. Member for West Waterford, and 
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the hon. Member for East Tipperary. | this conduct of the Executive is un- 
The meeting was advertised for some | precedented and illegal, and it does no 





considerable time beforehand. I left my | good. Our experience is that the sup- 
home on the morning of the meeting | | pressed branches of the Land League were 
without any expectation that anything | never so vigorous as when they were 
unusual would happen, no notice having | | supposed to “be suppressed. Some time 
been given to me directly or indirectly ;| ago I had a letter from a gentleman ask- 
but on arriving at Carrick-on-Suir I was | ‘ing me to use my influence to get his 
informed that the meeting had been pro- | admission into a branch in my neighbour- 
claimed, and that the walls of the town | hood. I replied that I believed the | branch 
had been studded with proclamations. At | was suppressed, whereupon he said it was 
Clonmel my hon. friend the Member for | [only suppressed in name. That shows 
East Tipperary was joined in his train. by | how imbecile is the action of the Govern- 
150 constables, fully armed as if they were | ment. _A_police-constable makes an affi- 
going to war. If we look at it from no _davit that he is of opinion that, as the 
other point of view than that of expense, result of the meeting which has been 
all this is an outrage on the taxpayers. | called, boycotting will take place ; and 
The proclamation which my hon. friend | the meeting is suppressed. But, do as 
the Member for North Cork read/| you like, you cannot compel the people 
in regard to the meeting  at/ to deal with this or the other man if they 
Newmarket was exactly identical | do not wish; and the only effect is to 
with that issued at Carrick-on-Suir—a | make certain individuals mors conspicuous 
skeleton printed placard, with the alleged | thanthey otherwise would be, although they 
facts and the dates filled in. Well, we donot benefit in the long run from it. The 
walked down to the town and the people object of the Government is the suppres- 
decided that they could not hold the | sion of the United Irish League, but the 
meeting advertised then and there in the | Government by their action have made 
town ; but it was arranged that a certain necessary some such association. The 
number of meetings should be held in the people are on the verge of famine, and 
neighbourhood, which Iand my colleagues the Government have never done any 

wddressed. Now, a certain amount of thing to stop that. The United Irish 
importance attached to these meetings League was founded for the purpose of 
which perhaps they did not merit, and | finding employment for the people at 
certainly a greater impetus was given to home, or of transplanting them to places 
the cause of the League than would have | where they can get a decent living. The 
happened if the origin: meeting had been | object of the League should have the 
held. There is no justification for the | support rather than the opposition of the 
action of the Government in these| Government. It is notorious that since 
matters. They have plenary powers in| the League was formed two years ago, 

their hands to prosecute Members of | seven times the quantity of land has been 
Parliament or anyone else who utter) purchased by the Congested Districts Board 
sentiments that they may disagree with, | as in the seven years previous existence 
and we all know that if anyone is sent | of that Board. The Carrick-on-Suir meet- 
before these removable magistrates he | ing is only one of many cases we have to 
will get short shrift. Having addressed | complain of. As my hon. friend the 
the meetings, it was arranged that the | Member for the City of Waterford has 
Members of Parliament should return | justly said, owing to the enthusiasm over 
and assemble in the Town Hall, but as my | the war, many things have gone on in 
hon. friends arrived there in due course, | Ireland that have escaped public atten- 
I found that they were being expelled | tion ; but the Government have no excuse 
from the Town Hall, the use of which | whatever for interfering with the right of 
had been obtained ; and my hom friend | public meeting in Ireland. The Govern- 
the Member for East Tipperary was even | ment say that these meetings provoke 
torn from the platform. We were followed | crime ; but if the charges of the various 
hy a crowd of people who were naturally | Judges of Assize are looked at, it will 
greatly excited, although I am glad to | be found that there is little or no crime 
say there was not a riot. We then ad-|in the country. Our contention is that 
journed to the room of the Young Ire-| these Coercion Acts are not aimed at 
land Society, where we spoke. Now, I| crime and criminality, but at political 
say from a constitutional point of view | erganisation. Political organisation has 


Mr. Power. 
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been found, however, to be absolutely ) there is no danger to the police or the 


necessary, and no reforms have been got 
without them. 


Mr. CREAN (Queen’s County, Os- 
sory): I believe that the right hon. the 
Chief Secretary is only carrying out the 
system of government established by his 
predecessors on his own particular side of 
the House, and that it is being followed 
by the same result. I was with my col- 
league the hon. Member for North Cork on 
the occasion of his visit to Newmarket. I 
went there not with the intention of ad- 
dressing any illegal meeting, or of doing 
anything illegal, but to speak to my hon. 
friend’s constituents on the subject of 
organising their forces to better their 
condition in life. You might as well 
threaten to suppress a meeting in Tra- 
falgar Square the object of which was to 


- people are present. 


where thousands of 
The presence of 
Members of Parliament and other repre- 
sentative men of the district at these 
meetings is a proof that they wish to 
address their constituents in the open 
light of day, and to advise them. They 
have a perfect right to address their 
constituents, just as any Member of Par- 
liament in England has a right to address 
his constituents. Possibly the police wish 
to rule the people by being present in 
force. They want to do more than that. 
They want tosaddlethe poor impoverished 
districts with the cost of the police. I do 


police reporter, 


/not so much object to the suppressing of 


strengthen the organisation of the working | 


classes in England for self-protection, and 
to get some change made in the law which 
would better their condition in life. A 


more legitimate object I cannot conceive | 


of. I know the district of Newmarket 
well, and therefore I had no hesitation, 
in response to an invitation, to address a 
public meeting there. I was warned by 
a policeman two days before I went there. 
I had consented to go there, and I knew 
more about the meeting than the police. 
Their information was from a contami- 
nated and prejudiced source, probably 
from the landlord class in the district, 
who did not wish to see the progress of 
the League. I had attended several 
meetings before the meeting in New- 


market. The same object was fore- 
shadowed, the meetings were not 
suppressed, and no evil effects came 


from them, and no person was hurt. 
The police were there in twos and 
threes, and in some cases the reporters 
were standing by, We are responsible 
men, and we speak stronger language 
from these benches than from the plat- 
forms in Ireland. We would not hold 
public meetings if we were afraid that 
the Public Prosecutor would follow us, 


| suppressed 4 


from that, but only good. 


the meetings, for the result is exactly as 
stated by the hon. Member for Waterford. 
The success of a meeting is a hundred-fold 
enhanced when a document prohibiting 
the meeting has been published at all the 
cross-roads of the country, and at the 
police barracks. These noticés bring the 
people to the meetings. They are better 
than any advertisements we could publish 
in the district. From our standpoint 
this strengthens the League with the 
people. It brings the enthusiasm of the 
people to the League. It isan established 
principle with the people that whenever 
the Government tries to suppress meetings 
there is something good for the people. 
It is a sad thing that they should come 
to the conclusion that when the police 
are opposing a movement that move- 


‘ment is essentially for the good of the 


people. The landlords of the 
district force the Executive to come 
down and suppress these meetings. 


The Government are compelled virtually 
to do what their own common sense and 
the past experience of the country tell 
them is the very worst thing to hinder an 
organisation. Meetings had been held 
elsewhere for the same object as the New- 
market meeting. Why were not all 
Why not suppress the 
meeting at Bangor, where thousands of 
people were present ? No harm resulted 
We had a 


| meeting on the following Sunday in the 


next division. There were a few police- 


and perhaps take us into the courts! men there, and six or seven bands play- 
afterwards to answer for our actions. |ing. Members of Parliament spoke to 


We wish to speak in presence of repor- 
ters. They are there on the platform, 
and they need no protection. This fact 
the 
that 


proves that our object in holding 
meetings is legitimate. 


It proves 


the voters of the district, and the police 
reporter was beside the waggonette 
occupied by the speakers. I believe the 
Government are lending themselves to 
external pressure by the stupid landlord 
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element in the district, in connection with 
the suppression of these meetings. 

object to this because it brings an un- 
necessary tax on the people of the dis- 
trict. We are used to suppression in 
Ireland. We have seen from time 
to time that free speech is not allowed 
in that country. There is no country in 
the civilised world where the people have 
less of their own way than in Ireland. 
The landlords may meet in Dublin and 
threaten the Land Commission and the 
judges who have the administration of 
the law if they dare to reduce rents 5 or 
10 per cent. Though the right hon. 
Gentleman believes that our speeches 
here may be futile and cannot affect him, 


I tell him from these benches that there | 


is not a platform in Ireland from which 
we will not speak if we conceive we have 
a right to go there. 
will deter us trom addressing in the open 
air of heaven our constituents. I can use 
no stronger language. 
we will repeat if you say that the organi- 
sation is illegal. 


wrongs. I dont know anything 
in connection with the meeting to give 
a policeman the right to 


Queen’s highway. I addressed three 


meetings in the suppressed district, and | 
in the evening I turned into the town to | 


meet my colleagues, who had promised to 
wait for me there. I was stopped at five 
in the evening, and told that I might 
walk through the cordon of police there, 
but I dare not drive into the town. In 
other words, I could walk eighteen miles 
home, but I could not be allowed to take 
the car with me. Is that constitutional ? 
I deny it. In the end, when he saw that 
he was ridiculous, he said— 

“T will let you pass if you give me a 
promise that you will not address a meeting.” 


Fancy an English Member of Parliament 
going through a division in a county with 
the representative of that division, and a 
common policeman stopping him on the 
way and saying— 

“You shall not go through—there is to be a 


meeting held here—unless you give me a 
promise not to go to the meeting.” 


He was not in ignorance of who I was, 
for he mentioned my name. I was not 
such an idiot as to give hima promise ; at 
any rate in the interest of the position I 


Mr. Crean. 


{COMMONS} 


No district inspector | 


It is the language | 
The people will combine | 


in one form or another to right their | 


prevent | 
a subject of the Queen from walking the | 
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|hold I declined absolutely to allow a 
policeman to be my taskmaster on a matter 
of this sort. I was not going to runaway 
from anything I did. To walk the 
Queen’s highway is no offence against 
the law. He said I was going to hold a 
meeting. I maintain that until I broke 
the rules of the Castle he had no right to 
interfere with me. That is only one 
instance of how they are conducting 
themselves all over the country. Are we 
‘living in a free country? While 
|addresses of welcome and loyalty are 
| being presented to the Queen on the one 
_ hand, there are on the other the poor un- 
| fortunate peasants, the blood of whose kin 
| has been shed gn the field in Africa for 
the protection of your Empire. Such pro- 
| ceedings as those of Newmarket are not 
| fair, and I do not think this House should 
be a party to them. It is all very well 
for the Chief Secretary for Ireland to say 
“Tam responsible for all this.” He, of 
course, in virtue of his position is 
responsible, but I do not believe he 
knew more of that Newmarket affair 
than yourself, Mr. Lowther, and 
probably he never heard of it until 
we raised the question here to-day. 
We have nothing to say against the 
personality of the Chief Secretary, but 
we have against the office of which he is 
the figure-head—an office which has 
always worked against the interests of the 
| country at large and in the interests of a 
certain class, which, while suppressing 
| orderly meetings of a popular character 
and not in any way illegal, has never 
| attempted to prevent landlords openly 
denouncing the Government itself and 
censuring the very Judges on the Bench 
| for daring to give verdicts in the interests 
| of the poorer people. We claim for the 
poor people in Ireland the right to meet 
|in the open air to express their views. 
| We claim for Irish Members of Parlia- 
ment the right which English Members of 
Parliament have of addressing their con- 
stituents. Are we to be denied this 
right? If so, it would be well that it 
should be laid down before the world 
that unless the county surveyor, or the 
district inspector, or the sergeant of police 
so wishes, no Irish Member shall have the 
right to address his constituents. It is 
the rule in the country, and it might as 
well be made a rule of this House, so that 
the responsibility of these illegal acts 
should not be put upon the unfortunate 
policemen, who are compelled to carry out 
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whatever the landlord element at Dublin | prisoned without the option of a fine or 
Castle dictates. There is another ques-| opportunity of appeal by the hangers-on 
tion to which I wish to call attention. I) of Dublin Castle. I give these two 
had a question on the Paper to-day in instances as parallel cases. At Mount- 
connection with the outrage committed | mellick you have poor, inoffensive men 
on the public at Mountmellick; and! stopped in the street, and, although they 
the answer I received was _ that assaulted nobody, imprisoned without the 
a disorderly crowd of about 200 option of a fine. In Dublin you have 
persons assaulted three policemen, and educated rowdies going out in the light 
that the three policemen dispersed the of day kicking policemen, defying the 
crowd. If three policemen could disperse authorities, beating unfortunate old 
the crowd of two hundred people it must women, and breaking into the Lord 
have been very disorderly! But there Mayor’s house, and when they are 
was no illegal gathering there. The band brought before the magistrates there is a 
of the town went up and down the streets solitary fine of £1. What a contrast! 
playing without injuring anybody. What It was a Nationalist Lord Mayor, and 
displeased the authorities was that the | therefore there was no reason why they 
people cheered for Kruger. I would should not pull down his flag, break into 
cheer for Kruger, and I have heard him the mansion provided for him by the 
cheered for in this House, and you have | citizens of Dublin, and beat men, women, 
as perfect a right to baton Irish Members and children, because these students were 
here as to baton those people in Ireland. | loyal citizens. 

This meeting was not likely to create any 


disturbance, as there was not a man i *THE CHAIRMAN: Order. order! I 
the town who was not in unison with the | think the hon. Member is now criticising 
sentiments of these people. If the matter the administration of justice. That 
rested with the batoning of the people on qyestion cannot be raised on this Vote. 
that particular day we probablv should he hon. Member must wait until we 
not take much notice, as the people are peach the Vote in Class 3. 

used to such things. But the bench o 
magistrates was packed, and men were ; 
given three or foal months imprisonment Mr. CREAN : I was contrasting the 
for being present at this meeting. Men Way in which the two sets of people were 
were convicted on the uncorroborated dealt with. I protest against this treat- 
evidence of a policeman, notwithstanding ment, and it would be well that the 
the fact that they had respectable wit- public should know that there is no free- 
nesses who denied the assault. I have | dom of speech or of constitutional action 
seen youngsters here in England—whose | . Salto easiness apiicaiiin -4ulih bat 
parents ought to be prosecuted for not ee a ee ee poe en 
sending them to school—marching along peaceable crowds in the hope of making 
the streets with tin boxes before them, those crowds disorderly. The Irish 
making a hideous noise, neither music people have been mulcted in the Courts 
nor anything else. Children in Ireland to the tune of hundreds of pounds for 
would not dare do such things in the compensation in consequence of injuries 
streets; if they did, the school boards to policemen. Irish Members have in 
would step in and the parents their minds the aggravation that some of 
would suffer by imprisonment or fine. these people have been subjected to, and 
In London it is a very good thing it is not surprising that they have been 
to do, and it would be allowed also induced to resent this aggravation by 
in Ireland if it was a crowd of loyal) teaching the police a lesson which they 
students from Trinity College breaking will not be likely to forget. Many dis- 
into the Lord Mayor’s House and assault- | tricts of Ireland are now being taxed te 
ing old women. But these men at the tune of thousands of pounds as 
Mountmellick were imprisoned without | compensation to the police for the 
the option of a fine or the opportunity of | misconduct of the force. No matter 
appealing against the decision of the| what the outrages may be, so long 
magistrates. Hon. Gentlemen opposite|as they are done against the mass 
may think this a light matter, but it is a | of the people and at the instigation of the 
very sore thing that these unfortunate classes, there is no censure against this 
men, because they are poor, should be im- | conduct from the benches opposite. The 
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Irish Members are always listened to 
with a deaf ear when they state their 
case, and Irishmen are treated as no other 
people on God’s earth are treated. 


CoLonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I do not very often find myself in 
agreement with hon. Members opposite 
in their criticisms of Irish policy, but 
upon this occasion I agree with a great 
deal that has been said by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. I could not, however, 


follow the logic of their arguments. Be- | 


ginning with the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, who was followed in the same strain 
by several of his colleagues, they contend 
that the Government by the course they 
are now pursuing are helping forward the 
cause of the League which they have 
started. 
opposite should object to the action of 
the Government when it is undoubtedly 
helping to further the objects of the 
League which they support. I should 


rather have thought that the action of the | 


Government now is largely conducive to 
furthering the objects they have in view, 
and that they would allow the Govern- 
ment to go on in this stupid course, for 
in trying to arrest the steps of this 
League they are doing everything they 
can to further it. The hon. Member for 


Waterford surprised me by his attitude | 


on this question after taking such an 
active part in favour of the League, 


because a newspaper in Ireland with | 
which he is connected was very much 


opposed to this new-fangled League, but 
for some reason or other, the hon. Member 
had to bow to its authority. It would be 
interesting if the hon. Member for East 
Mayo or some other hon. Member oppo- 
site would state to the House what are the 
objects of this League and what it has 
been started for. We have had some 
little experience of leagues of various 
kinds in Ireland. We have had the Land 
League—-[An Irish MEMBER: And we 
want another now.|—and because it had 
to die away and disappear you want 
another now. It is the duty of the 
Government to see that you do not get 
another. I agree with what the hon. 


Member for Waterford has said, and also | 


with as much as I could understand of 
4. Crean. 


{COMMONS} 


farms in Ireland. 
I cannot see why hon. Members | 
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| what the hon. Member said who has just 
/sat down. 


My hon. friend said the 
| Government should not make government 
|in Ireland ridiculous. I thought that was 
| the chief object of hon. Members opposite, 
-and that has been their aim for many 
| years past ; and I wonder at them finding 
‘fault with the Executive for making 
_ government ridiculous when for the last 
twenty years that has been the great object 
of their eloquence in this House. They 
have advised the Government to take 
more open and definite steps in dealing 
with this League. I entirely share that 
view. We have a League called the 
United Irish League, and the gentlemen 
who advocate its doctrines have been very 
clear in stating what these doctrines are. 
They are not only an attack upon landlords 
directly, but also upon Irish tenants who 
happen to hold from year to year grass 
This League has for 
its object to intimate to these tenants 
that they must leave their farms and 
make room for other people. Now, | 
never knew an Irishman in my life who 
would voluntarily leave the farm he pos- 
sessed for the sake of any other persons, 
whether Irish or not. Hon. Gentlemen 
| know this as well asI do, and in order to 
induce an Irishman voluntarily to give up 
a grass farm—which pays best in Ireland 
—you must advise him strongly in order 
to show him what a blessing it is to allow 
his farm to be divided up amongst people 
he has never known. If that does not 
effect the purpose in view, you must 
hold meetings and point out to him that 
unless he leaves his grass farm he must 
look out for squalls. It does not require 
a very elaborate argument to teach an 
Irishman what it means when meetings 
/are held and addressed by eloquent 
gentlemen like those hon. Members who 
have spoken to-day ; and he knows that if 
| he is a patriotic Irishman he must leave 
that land and make room for other 
people. I read of a case the other day— 
I forget the locality—but I read it in an 
Irish paper. It was the case of a man 
who had a grass farm, and he did not see 
his way to make room for other people 
and go out. Shortly after this | read 
| that he had been brought to his senses 
| and had left the farm. [An IRISH MEM- 
| BER: Where was that?] That is 
exactly what I have forgotten. I do not, 
| however, think the hon. Member will 
deny its accuracy, and I will, if he likes, 
'take the trouble to get the information 


| 
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for his edification. I assure the Com- | Mr. T. P.O°CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
mittee that what I have stated is abso- | Jand) : The right hon. and gallant Member 


2 e 2 T j | v 
lutely accurate. Whether in Ireland, | myst pardon me when i say that I find 
England, Scotland, or Wales, or any other | ey ae thin Teich land ti 
civilised country where there is such a|-U° ®0UCe Upon be trish anc question 


thing as freedom at all, I say that no | and this organisation a little apathetic. 
organisation should be permitted to dic- With that dauntless courage which 
tate to people what they ought to do characterises the stock of which he 
against their will. I say every man in | comes, he gets up here and takes part in 
Ireland has a perfect right within the ay [rish debate, professing the same prin- 
law to do as he pleases. He hasaright 0, q f n 

rears Ag “eg aye ciples day after day and session after 
to stay on his farm or to quit it if he : , 
likes, and no society or any body of men S@SS!00 for fifteen y sari The right hon. 
has a right to intimidate him and force and gallant Member is apparently satisfied 
him against his will to leave his farm. | with the result. He has described the 
This League has one object, and one object | National League as having vanished, and 
alone, and that is to re-establish the power | he says that if the United Irish League 
and authority of hon. Gentlemen opposite |. | + Whe the National L ‘ 
over the Irish people, which power and sa treater = the s ational League was 
authority they find at the present | treated it will vanish also. I suppose 
moment in rather a shaky condition. | the right hon. and gallant Member is 
When the National League was suppressed | @ware of the fact that other things have 
it frittered away and vanished. What | vanished within the last twenty years 
will happen when the Executive Govern- | 8 well as the National League. I 
ment, guided by the experience of the | Suppose he will be prepared to admit 
past, suppress this League? This League that one of the chief reasons why so 
also will vanish when the Irish people Many evil things have disappeared in Ire- 
learn the lesson which they are so ready land within the last twenty years is 
to forget, that the law of this country is because of the very existence of such 
administered by a determined Govern. °rganisations. I am old enough to 
ment, and that they must respect it. A vemember the time when the tenantry in 
weak-backed Government is one which Ireland were driven to the poll like 
nobody respects. They will allow, I sheep. There are Members on these 
think, that an Irishman has a_ perfect benches who have seen wholesale evic- 
right within the law of the country—— | tions, wholesale raising of rents, and all 
{An Irish MemBer: Which country ?] the other evils of Irish landlordism. I 
The law of this country still prevails in think that in his quieter and more 
Ireland. [An Irish MEMBER: Except genuinely Irish moods the right hon. and 
in Belfast.| I say that I hope the gallant Gentleman himself would be 
Government will deal firmly with this | Teady to acknowledge that the disappear- 
League, and determine that, no matter | ance of those evils is a great beuefit to 
what happens, and how difficult it may | Ireland, and is mainly due to such orga- 
be, or whatever strenuous measures they nisations among the people of Ireland as 
may require to enforce the law, no made it impossible for any British Ad- 
body of men shall be permitted to in- ministration to refuse to recognise their 
timidate and dictate by intimidation to| power. The right hon. and gallant 
the Irish people what they shall do. 'Gentleman asked what are the objects 
That is the lesson which the Government of the United Irish League. He answered 
ought to teach. I perfectly agree with what his own question. He did not require 
has been said, that proclaiming meetings | information, as everybody knows what 
in this way has no good effect, and are the objects of the League. 
will not have the effect which the | 


Government have in view—that is,| CotoneL SAUNDERSON: I thought 


to prevent this League taking root in | you might think I was prejudiced. 
gage but if they treat the question 

with a strong hand, then this League will | CONNOR - : 
vanish away just as the Land League | : ghey ie cetei be so vn 
vanished, and leave no wreck behind it | Pring many charges against the right 
except possibly the wreck of the party | hon. and gallant Gentleman, but the 
opposite. association of prejudice with his name is 
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the very last thing of which any rational | first speech I heard the late Mr. Bright 
man would think. The first object of | make was on Irish affairs in the city of 
the United Irish League is to make it | Limerick in 1866, when he pointed to 
possible for Irishmen of Nationalist | this emigration problem as one of the 
opinions to join again for common | very worst evils of the country. That is 
objects, to forget and to bury the divi-|a good many years ago, and I regret to 
sion of the last ten years, and the re-| say the evil is still going on. I think 
union of the Irish party is the best | the present is an appropriate time to 
proof that that object has been raise this question. We all know 
attained. Other objects are to establish the fervent appeals which have been 
the people of Ireland upon’ the made in English speeches and _news- 
land; to undo a great deal of the papers to the people of Ireland to show a 
mischief that successive conquests and spirit of loyalty and affection to this 
many decades of bad government have | country in her hour of emergency and 
done in Ireland, and, above all, in the need. According to some of those 
west of Ireland; to repeople those dis- articles, the Irish people have really so little 
tricts which have been shorn of their reason to complain now that it is rather « 
population, and to transfer the peoplefrom matter for astonishment than anything 
those patches of land out of which at pre- | else that,they are not as loyal as other parts 
sent they vainly endeavourtomakea decent | of the Empire. I do not take up the 
existence to those large and rich regions | position that the masses of this country 
which are at their very doors. I regret are ignorant of the real state of affairs in 
to find that the only advice the right hon. Ireland, or that many of them would not 
and gallant Gentleman can give to the be sincerely desirous of meeting the 
Government is the old advice that all you | wishes of the Irish people if they knew 
have to do is to fall back on the usual what those wishes were and fully ap- 
weapon of force and coercion. The) preciated the reasons behind them. 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman is the | Even Englishmen are beginning now 
Bourbon of Irish landlordism—he for- —as they were bound to do 
gets nothing and he learns nothing. If at a moment, when according to 
there be any lesson which has been taught their own confessions, Irish valour and 
by the history of Ireland during the last | Irish military genius have stood between 
century it is that coercion has never suc- them and serious reversesand disasters—to 
ceeded in silencing any just and legiti- | appreciate the fact that the diminution of 
mate demand of the Irish people, or in| the population has been not only a terrible 
permanently destroying any Irish organi- | evil to Ireland, but a loss and disaster to 
sation. If the right hon. Gentleman the England and the Empire at large. 
Chief Secretary is so foolish and in- 
sane as to take the advice of the right Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
hon. and gallant Gentleman, he will only): But we do not want to make soldiers 
add to the strength of the United Irish | of’them. 
League by producing—may be under 
another title—an organisation more CONNOR : 
powerful and more popular. I will now, . Mk. T. P. O'CONNOR: That oe 
pass to another question that has a very the question I am raising. The figures in 
close connection with this organisation regard to this matter are very serious. 
which the right hon. and gallant Gen- From 1851 to 1899 the emigration from 
tleman has so strongly denounced—I Jreland amounted to 3,796,131, or nearly 
mean the question of Irish emigration. 4.000.000 i ee ie d 
I have occasionally asked the Chief ~~’ itil pilin sale 
| gallant Gentleman was very severe on the 


Secretary questions on this point, un 
and the tendency of his replies has been | Land League, the National League, and 


rather to underrate the amount of emi-| the United Irish League. In the face of 
gration which has taken place. This is| the fact that nearly 4,000,000 “— 
a question on which all Nationalist Irish- | have left the shores of Ireland largely be- 
men, at any rate, feel very bitterly and | cause of the existence of bad land laws, 
deeply. Everybody acknowledges that | can the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
emigration from Ireland has proceeded at | be surprised that every Irishman who has 


a rate unexampled in the history of any | the good of Ireland at heart should seek 
other country in the world. The very | to establish some form of organisation by 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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which this flood of emigration should be { read from the last Return of the Registrar 
stopped, and the people of Ireland granted | General the ratio of emigrants to every 
Dice Gaul oun Someet I bit | cael at tie Ge te totes Oe 
shores |each of those decades. In Leinster the 
very well “= — which are ng | proportion is 48°9 per cent., in Ulster 
with regard to this emigration. It is! 58-9 per cent., in Connaught 68°6 per 
suid thet emigration often leads to the | cent., i and in Minetie™ 91°3 Sie 
benefit of the people who emigrate. cent. Was there ever a more disastrous 
Even if that be true—and to a certain ex- or tragic tale of depopulation in the 
tent it is true—I would not regard that | history of the world? That is not all. The 
as a sufficient answer to the question. The | extent of the emigration is a serious evil ; 
a —- of ae, vena the character of the emigration is almost 
who has travelled outside Ireland is | as serious. The character of the emigra- 
that many a man who leaves the country | tion was very well described in an article 
would be happier, more prosperous, and | in Lhe Times thirty or forty years ago, 
better in every respect on an Irish hill-| when it was stated that the young, the 
side with a skip of potatoes before him | strong, and the stalwart were departing 
than in his present condition. Y do not from Ireland, leaving behind only the 
oye age Re sae : 1t 1s} gee and ens aged and Loring te 
too painiul. ave spen Irty years |is what strikes every Irishman who re- 
of ay life in England, and have travelled turns to Ireland jh years of absence ; 
through nearly every part of the country, | you miss the young and the stalwart from 
and I have witnessed sad and terrible | the streets of the town in which you were 
a. . oe i of vy Irish fin gre — ; you = only = aged, the ailing, 
which, ink, would move even the | and the weak everywhere. 

right hon. and gallant Gentleman to feel . 

that any organisation would be desirable Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): And the 
which would help to keep these people at little children 

home. Undoubtedly it is quite true that | ‘ 
the emigration is not now what it once | 2 
was, but it is still very great. There} Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: But the little 
was a disastrous year immediately after | children do not remain long in Ireland ; 
the famine when the number of emigrants | they remain not one moment after reach- 
reached 200,000. But even since then | ing an age at which they can safely be 
there has been a tremendous numb nei emigrated. I have heard many a pathetic 
In 1873 there were 90,000 emigrants ; | a tel scales cal decmalaate 
in 1887, 82,000; in 1883, 108,000. The , StOrY Of @ little country girl o 

numbers have gradually diminished, and | °F fifteen years of age who has actually 
now they are something between 40,000 | run away from home lest her parents 
and 50,000 a year. In 1895 there were should refuse their consent in order to 
48,703 emigrants, in 1898 32,000, but I} get away from what appears to be a 
ao oeeny. Seay that last year the num- | plague-stricken and accursed country, so 
ber rose to 41,232. It is quite true that /as to get food and clothes elsewhere. 


emigration has largely diminished, and I ; . 
wish to make ae Mi two observations | When the late Archbishop of Tuam, thirty 


upon that point. In the first place, even | years ago, uttered a lament similar to 
in the last five years, from 1894 to 1899, | that which I am uttering here to-day, 
the number of emigrants has been nearly | the manner in which the Saturday Review 
200,000, and that from a country like | commented upon that proceeding was to 
Ireland isan enormous number. Further, | say that the Archbishop was sighing 
although the number has diminished, | “over departing demons of assassination 
everybody must know that 40,000 or;and murder.” Can you wonder that 
50,000 from a population of 4,500,000 is | millions of Irish people who have gone to 
the same as 100,000 from a population of | America with this language ringing in 
nearly 9,000,000, the figure at which the | their ears are not particularly loyal to 
population stood at one time. Some of | the British name? I should like to read 
the figures with regard to the proportions | some other remarkable figures. Up to 
of the total emigration are so startling | 1870, of the flood of emigrants who left 
that really I could scarcely believe them | about 77 per cent. were between the 
when I first read them. I am going to| ages of fifteen and thirty-five ; in 1899 
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the number was 82 per cent. ; that is to | 


say, those in the best and mest stalwart 
period of manhood and womanhood, the 
bone and sinew of the Irish people. That 
is not all. If you look at the statistics 
of married and unmarried among the 
emigrants you find that only 11 per cent. 
of the men and 12 per cent. of the 
women were married; in other words, 


they were the very people who ought to, 


be living in Ireland, marrying in Ireland, 
and raising families in Ireland. As to 
the destination of the emigrants, 85-9 per 
cent. were, to use the expressive words 
of the Registrar, absorbed by the United 
States. So that even yet, so bitter is 
the feeling in Ireland with regard to the 
manner in which the country is 
governed that. 85 per cent. fly to any 
land and to any clime rather than to 
the land over which your flag flies. I do 
not knew whether the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman thinks that is a de- 
sirable or agreeable state of affairs, but if 


{COMMONS} 


his sinister advice is taken by the Chief. 
‘should be treated in these words— 


Secretary not 85 but 95 per cent. will 
tly to any land rather than the land over 
which is flying the flag of the country 
which has oppressed them. The next 
figure I desire to give is one which has 
an eloquence that only an Irishman, and 
an Irishman who has travelled, can 
appreciate ; it is the figure regarding the 
occupation of the emigrants. Of the men 
77°6 per cent. are classed as labourers, 
and 82:4 per cent. of the women as 
servants. That means that 77 per cent. 
of the men are emigrants who land at 
their destination absolutely without the 
equipment of a trade, handicraft, or any 
of those other means by which men who 
labour with their hands are able to 


struggle successfully among other nation- | organ 
“Labourers,” with regard to | red out. 


alities. 
men, means unskilled labourers, and 
the same. 
rule in Ireland and its result 
merely that it has exiled these nearly 


4,000,000 of people-—I say nothing of 


the million and a half in connection with | 


the artificial famine created by bad laws 
and bad administration—but that those 


people have been landed on the shores of | 
other countries absolutely bereft and de- | 
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world with good educations. These effects 
in Ireland are the results of many things. 
| They are not all the results of bad inten- 
tions. I am perfectly sure the right. hon. 
and gallant Gentleman in his heart would 
like to do good to the people of his own 
country just as much as we on these 
benches would. It is not his heart that 
is at fault, but his opinions, and his 
opinions are largely the creation, as in the 
case of most of us, of the circumstances 
of his surroundings, his upbringing, and 
his class. But the statesmanship of this 
country has worked most disaster in 
Ireland very often when it has been 
filled with the best intentions. Those of 
us who are of middle age remember when 
the gospel was preached in Ireland, and 
preached with the fervour of a religious 
conviction, that the one great remedy 
for the evils of Ireland was depopulation. 
I myself had the honour and _ satisfaction 
of living under the Viceroyalty of Lord 
Carlisle, and he summed -:ip his view of 
the manner in which the Irish question 
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“Nature in her wise economy seems espe- 
cially to have fitted this Ireland to have been 
the mother of flocks and herds—to be, if I may 
say so, the larder and dairy of the world, to 
send rations of beef and bales of bacon to her 
army wherever they are, and to send firkins of 
butter to every sea and harbour in the 
world.” 


He also said that even though large 


-numbers of young Irishmen and women 


had left the country, that was not a fact 
which, viewed as a whole, ought to cause 
us any repining or dissatisfaction. That 


'is one idea of [reland; but, as the hon. 


and learned Member for North Louth 
reminds me, even that idea has not been 
It was not a larder, it was 
not rations of beef or bales of bacon that 


ee cate | you wanted from Ireland for South Africa 
“servants,” with regard to women, means | ¥ , 


My charge against page | policy has been draining Ireland of for 


but the Irish flesh and blood which this 


the last half-century, and of which you 
will continue to drain Ireland if the 
_present policy is continued. Archbishop 
| Whateley was also a preacher of this new 
| philosophy, and his way of settling the 
Frish question was put in this light— 


“Tf you frame a law for lowering rents 


nuded of all that equipment of knowledge | so that the land should still remain the pro- 


and learning and handicraft which would 
enable them to compete with the Germans, 


Scandinavians, and the people of other 


| perty of those to whom it now belongs, but 
|that they should not be allowed to receive 
| more than so much per acre for it, the only 


| effect would be that the landlord would no 


nationalities who are sent out into the | longer let his land to a farmer, but would take 
\ 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 
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it into his own hand and employ a bailiff to 
luok after it for him.” 


Supply— 


These were the doctrines of the high 
priests of the school of political economy 
of which Archbishop Whately was the 
prophet. ‘This philosophy was actually 
preached in the school books that were 
read by the children of the Irish farmers, 
and whose exile was thereby justified ; 
and this philosophy of Irish depopulation 
as the one remedy for Irish grievances 
was actually used under a system which, 
by way of a joke, was called a national 
system of education. There are other 
passages I might read in which the action 
of the Irish land agents is extolled. The 
right hon. Gentleman will remember the 
lace Mr. Trench, the author of that 
remarkable book ‘ Ireland and Irish Life.” 
Mr. Senior, also one of the political 
economists of the Whateiy school, records 
in his diary a conversation he had with 
Mr. Trench. He said he had the greatest 
admiration for his friend, and he explained 
the reason why he had raised the rent of 
the estate he managed from £25,000 to 
£35,000 a year. He had done this largely 
by forcing the Irish tenants to emigrate, 
and inviting by advertisement a large 
number of Scotch farmers, who brought 
to Ireland that loyalty and skill which 
tie Irish tenants did not possess. That 
was the gospel which was preached ‘and, 
unfortunately, practised by men who 
were intelligent and_ well - intentioned, 
and many of whom had very high ideals 
in their minds. But they and their ideals 
have worked more tragic distress to 
millions of Irish lives than even Cromwell 
didin the days of the Civil War. The 
right hon. the Chief Secretary, if he 
should reply to these observations, may 
fairly ask why I should raise this ques- 
tion to-lay. I raise it to-day because 
these things are still going on; 40,000 
of our people left the shores of Ireland 
last year, which is as bad as 80,000, 
100,000, or even 150,000 leaving the 
shores of Ireland when the population was 
eight and a half millions. Is there 
nothing in all this to give the statesmen 
of this country pause and _ reflection ? 
Will the right. hon. the Chief Secretary | 
or the right hon. and gallant Gentleman | 
the Member for North Armagh, or any | 
other hon. Member, declare that the soil | 
of Ireland is not fruitful and_ fertile | 
enough to feed the population ? 


they say that Irishmen are not. safer, 


25 May 1900} 


Will | 
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happier, purer, more virtuous and richer 


in all things that make the realities of 
life if they remain on Irish soil, under: 


Irish influences, than when they go. 
beyond the tempestuous ocean to seek.a 
living under strange conditions in that 
desperate fight for existence which I have 
seen in the cities of America? The 
policy which has produced these: evils. 
still exists, I am sorry to say. In the 
midst of these appeals to Ireland. to join 
the rest of the Empire in loyalty, affection, 
and union, we have speeches not only 
from the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man the Member for North Armagh, who 
may be excused because of the part he 
has taken in a great class war; but we 
have had speeches from the rulers of the 
realm which have repeated the very ideas 
of those men who worked the ruin of 
Ireland half a century ago. We have 
had the head of the Government speaking, 
of Ireland as a country permanently 
hostile to England, whose population 
must be treated as enemies, who can 
only be trusted when they are disarmed, 
and whose disloyalty is ineradicable. We 
have had the First Lord of the Treasury 
speaking of the national aspiration of 
Ireland, which has inspired so much 
self-sacrifice, as the microbe of a plague 
which has ceased to exist. And we have 
had the right hon. gentleman the Member 
West Birmingham proclaiming that the 
lesson in South Africa is, that Ireland 
should be treated as a hostile country, 
whose population can only be trusted 
when kept down. So long as these ideas 
last it is vain to hope for reconciliation 
hetween England and Ireland. I speak 
as one who longs for reconciliation. Sir, 
that reconciliation can only come, and, in 
my opinion, should only come, when the 
aspirations of Ireland are satisfied; only 
then she can become really loyal. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool has introduced to this discus- 
sion a topic not touched upon by previous 
speakers, and it may be convenient to the 
Committee if say a few words in reply 
to him before referring to the speeches of 
those who preceded him, A great deal 
might be said.on the subject which he has 
raised, and. I trust he will feel that I 
show no disrespect to him if, ia the cir- 
cumstances,,I deal with it very shortly, 
seeing that I haye so many speeches to reply 
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to. The hon. Member calls attention to 
the fact that emigration has increased 
last year over that which took place a | 
few years ago. But it is true, and the. 
hon. Gentleman frankly admits it, that 
emigration from Ireland has largely 
diminished as time has gone on, and that 
ultimately the average has been not much 
in excess of thirty thousand a year. 


{Mr. T. P. O'Connor : Forty rogmig. 


Not quite so much as that, I think, but 

will not dispute as to the exact figures, be- 
¢.use the hon. Member may have studied 
tie figures more recently than I have. 
He said that the lowest figure had been 
rvached in 1898, but that during 1899 the | 
number had risen by about ten thousand. | 
Well, with regird to that rise in the | 
emigration figures of last year, I suspect | 
myself that it is due not so much to any- 
thing in the condition of Ireland as to | 
the state of trade in America. In the 
years 1897-98 trade in America was ex- 
tremely bad. It improved rapidly in 

1899, with the natural result that the 
numerous Irish families in America were 
ready to encourage their friends -.to 
emigrate in that year, whereas in all 
probability they discouraged them to 
emigrate in 1897-98. The rise in the 
emigration may therefore be attributed to 
that cause and no other. Now, while I | 
concur to some extent with the hon. 
Member in deploring the necessity of 


this emigration, I cannot regard it as | 


absolutely and entirely an evil. [IRISH 
MemBeRS: Oh, oh!] I deplore it as 


much as hon. Members opposite ; but we | 
must look at the actual condition of | 
the country and of those people who | 


emigrate from it. I cannot doubt that 
emigration makes the conditions of 
existence easier for those left behind in 
in Ireland, and it is also beyo d doubt | 
that those who emigrate from the districts | 
in the west of Ireland, where they are | 


{COMMONS} 


| are now emigrating. 
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towns and districts. The main cause of 
this emigration from Ireland is that Ire- 
land is an agricultural country, and the 
experience of Ireland in this respect is 
very largely shared by the agricultural 
districts in Great Britain also. The hon. 
Member who raised this question in con- 
nection with my salary does not go so far 
as to suggest that the administration of 
the present Government is responsible 
for the emigration that is going on. The 
problem is a very difficult one, and so far 
as it can be dealt with at all it can only 
be dealt with by indirect means. Last 
year the Government passed what I trust 
will be an important and valuable Act 
for the encouragement of agriculture and 
industry in Ireland, and it is only by the 
encouragement of agriculture and industry 


‘in Ireland that yeu can maintain or in- 


crease the population in Ireland without 
running the risk of diminishing the 
standard of comfort. There is no advan- 
tage in increasing numbers if at the same 
time you lower the standard of living. | 
really think that the United Irish League, 
whose action is said to have been so bene- 
ficent, is working in the wrong direction. 
Its object seems to be not so much the 
enlargement of existing holdings in the 
west of Ireland as the cutting up of the 
grazing farms in order to plant upon 
them those of the labouring classes who 
I say it would be 
no benefit to the west of Ireland if you 
largely increased the number of small 
holdings which already exist there. 
I am entirely in favour of increasing 
the size of the holdings, but that is 
a very different thing from increasing 
their number. I pass now to the topic 
raised by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford, who initiated this debate. 
He began by observing that Ireland was 
under a different law from that of 
England, and that the Executive in Ire- 


barely able to obtain a livelihood, and go | land exhibited a spirit entirely different 
to America, do well, and improve their | from that of the Executive in England. 
position. Therefore it is not to be de-/ When the hon. and learned Member 
sired, in their own interest, that this| spoke of a different law he must have 
emigration should be either checked or | been referring to what is known as the 
stopped. [An Hon. MEMBER on the| Crimes Act; but the Crimes Act is not 
Irish benches: Let them all go.] I) in force in any part of Ireland, although, 
question whether, if the hon. Member} no doubt, it is possible to call it into 
examines the figures carefully, he| active operation by the act of the 
would find that of late years the| Executive. As a matter of fact we 


proportion of emigration from Ireland|have not found it necessary to put 
to population was very much in excess of | it into operation, and in the proper 
the emigration from the agricultural parts | sense of the term Ireland is therefore not 
of England to the large manufacturing, under a different law to that whics 


Wr. (F IV. Ba' four, 
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Supply—- 
obtains in this country. If it were true 
—and I am not prepared to admit that it 
is true—that in any sense a different 
spirit is exhibited by the Irish Executive 
from that which obtains in Great Britain, 
the reason is that the Executive in Ireland 
has a much more difficult and a different 
problem to deal with. _ The Executive in 
Great Britain does not find itself face to 
face with the practice of calling meetings 
with the deliberate object of exciting the 
persecution of other persons in such a 
way as to deprive them of their liberty to 
exercise in peace their legitimate rights. 
This problem, unfortunately, the Irish 
Executive has to face, and if there is any 


{23 May 1900} 





Civil Service Estimates. 1346 
two years have shown less agrarian 
crime than any since the year 1875. 
Indeed, if you go back over fifty years 
'there has not been a year in which the 
' figures of agrarian crime were so low as in 
| 1898-99. And to some extent the hon. 
and learned Member is right in saying 
that what is true of Ireland as a whole is 
also true of the west of Ireland. I say 
|to some extent, because under the in- 
fluence of the teaching of the United 
Irish League crime has increased appre- 
ciably in the west of Ireland, especially 
'in the county of Mayo, during the last 
|tws years. But, broadly speaking, the 
| condition of even Mayo compares most 


difference in the spirit of administration | favourably during the last two years with 
between thetwo Executivesthatisthecause. | the condition of the same county ten years 
The hon. and learned Member for Water-! ago. But for this happy state of things 
ford appealed on this question of suppres-, which exists in Ireland, and to some 
sing public meetings to hon. Members! extent in the west of Ireland, I do not 
representing English constituencies. The | think we have any cause to be thankful 
hon. Member is an admirable speaker— | to the United Irish League or to the 
none better in this House—but I thought | leaders of that League. This United 
that he looked round at the end of his} Irish League is a political organisation, 
speech and saw these benches near him | hut like many other political organisations 
almost absolutely empty. Of course) it has sought to support its cause by 
English Members, whether on that or | agrarian agitation. ‘So far as it is ‘a 
this side of the House, do not seem to be | political organisation I, as chief of the 
as keen in respect to this question as I) Irish Executive, find that it preaches a 
remember them to have been some ten or | doctrine with which in many respects 1 
fifteen years ago. Now, what is the cause | find myself at wide variance ; but neither 
of that? The hon. and learned Member | this nor any other Government would 
says that the action of the Government dream of suppressing meetings of the 
in suppressing these meetings is unconsii-| United Irish League merely as a 
tutional, unnecessary and stupid. Well, | political association, or merely in 
if our action has been unconstitutional, view of the abstract principles which 
unnecessary and stupid we do not in that | it professes. It is only when you 
respect stand altogether alone. Wehave! come to examine its methods that 
held office for five years, and during that the case begins to wear an entirely 
time we have suppressed seventeen | different aspect; and in order that the 
meetings altogether ; but the Government | Committee may judge of the methods 
of which the right hon. and learned | practised and preached by the United 
Gentleman the Member for North Tyrone, | Jrish League, I am afraid I must inflict 





whom I see opposite, was a member, and | 
of which he is the sole representative in 
the House to-night, suppressed twenty- 
nine meetings in three years. And these 
meetings were suppressed by the Irish | 
Government of that day under the 
right hon. Member for Montrose as Chief 
Secretary, on precisely the same grounds 
that we have found it necessary to 
suppress seventeen meetings during the 
last five years. The hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford called attention | 
to the fact that Ireland is at present in a 
state of profound peace, and that crime 
was never so low. That is perfectly true. 
So far as regards agrarian crime, the last 


upon it a few quotations from the 
speeches made by its members. I need 
not repeat at length speeches which I 
quoted last vear ; but the hon. Member for 
East Mayo at a meeting held at Westport 
early in 1898, said— 


‘“‘T hold that if the foree which lay in the 
organised columns that entered the town to- 
day coald at any moment when the occasion 
required it be mobilised and directed, ac- 
cording to the old and well-known methods, 
against any enemy of the people who struck 
a blow at their homes or their lives, then I ask 


| where is the man in the district, however 


powerful he may have been in the past, who 
would dare to touch you. Hecould not do it. 
[ tru-t, therefore, that the result of this 
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meeting will be that in every parish and every 
townland there will be a captain—I do not 
care very much what you call the organisa- 
tion—who, when the necessity arises, will 
have under him a certain number of young 
men whom he will undertake personally to 
to produce on a certain day and at a certain 
hour, day or night—men for whom he is re- 
sponsible ; and if that is once brought about, 
and I trust it will be brought about as the 
result of this meeting, you will find that land 
grabbers will vanish absolutely from the 
district.” 


Supply— 


I do not pretend to see into the mind 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
but I cannot help thinking that that 


speech pointed to an intention of 
carrying out the League programme 
by a resort to outrage and crime. 


But a little later on there was a change 
in the opinion of the hon. Member and 
those acting with him. I cannot say that 
the League did not discourage a resort to 
the more active forms of violence and out- 
rage, but they still continued to preach 
pointedly to a minor form of intimidation. 
On 14th November, speaking in county 
Galway, the hon. Member for East Mayo 
said— 

“It is far easier for you to carry out the 
programme of this organisation than it was 
for those of us who fought in the Land League 
days. And why so? Because you have got 
the example of the successes we won in the old 
Land League days. You will remember the 
methods we adopted then, and you can 
practise the same methods now if you are only | 
united.” 


I think we all remember what the 
methods of the Land League were, and 
by what means that Land League won 
such a success. But Mr. William O’Brien 
made a speech in Galway on 14th 
November, 1898, in which he used these 
words — 

“Now we do not propos? to take up arms 
against England, mainly perhaps because we 


have not got arms, and under the present 
circumstances it is fudge to speak of 


such a thing; but we can do some- 
thing that is ten thousand times more 
effective—we can combine and draw 


a fiery ring around every grazing ranch 
in the west, and we can say. ‘From this day 
forth, the man who goes into the rent office to 
bid for such a ranch, the man who heids the 
grazier’s cattle, the man who mows the 
vrazier’s hay, the man who shoes the grazier’s 
horse, the man who deals in a grazier’s shop, 
the man who hob-nobs with a grazier at fair 
or market has a perfect legal right to do so; 
but if he does it, he will have to bid goodbye 
to the friendship of every decent man in the 
community. ’” 


Mr. G. W. Balfour. 
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| The head of this United Irish League, Mr. 
| William O’Brien, changed his views with 


the lapse of time. On 26th February of 
this year, speaking at Ballinrobe, of the 
hon. Gentleman who represents South 
Mayu in Parliament, Mr. O’Brien said— 


‘*T have no hesitation in saying that men 
like John O'Donnell, who is fighting our own 
tyrants here at home to their teeth in the 
kopjes of the rent office and the coercion courts 


| and Her Majesty’s gaols, are doing better and 


more practical service for the cause of Irish 


freedom than if they were serving in any 
foreign army, no matter how gallant. I ven- 
ture to say that men like him when he goes 
about the plains of Mayo smashing the grazing 
ranches, and drawing a ring of fire around the 
grabbers, and obliging Dublin Castle to send 
down a regular army of police to suppress a 
meeting here in Ballinrobe—that men like that 
give more real trouble and worry to our Eng- 
lish rulers than if they transferred themselves 
thousands of miles to South Africa.” 


It is because they have employed these 
methods that the Government have found 
it necessary to suppress such of the meet- 
ings of the League as might reasonably be 
supposed to he directed against individuals, 
The meetings which have been suppressed 
were meetings where it might reasonably 
he expected language would be used 
which would injure individuals, and de- 
prive them of their rights. It is all very 
well to talk of freedom of speech, but 
there is something much more valuable, 
and that is personal liberty and the right 
of individuals to pursue their avocations, 
of which they were sought to be deprived 
by the method of persecution marked out 
in the extracts I have just read. Of the 
seventeen meetings which, in the course 
of five years, we have found it necessary 
to suppress, five or six have been referred 
to on the present occasion. I am afraid 
I should weary the Committee if I went 
in detail into the causes which led to the 
suppression of these meetings ; but I may, 
at all events, deal with the cases 
alluded to by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford. The hon. and _ learned 
Member took as one of his examples a 
meeting which it was attempted to hold 
at Newbridge about a month ago. What 
are the facts with regard to it? A branch 
of the United Irish League had been in 
existence in Newbridge for upwards of a 
year, and deputations had been appointed 
by the branch to wait on persons holding 
grazing land in the district with the ob- 
ject of inducing them to surrender those 
lands. We know that such deputations 
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are more in the nature of a threat than of {| and discuss jury packing in Sligo, and 


persuasion. A public meeting was held 


against one individual grazier in parti- 


cular, whose name I will noy mention | 
here, but which I will be quite ready | 
to give to any hon. Member who asks | 


me for it privately. One of the resoln- 
tions adopted at the meeting strongly 


condemned the action of certain persons trary to the principles of the United 


who had taken grass lands, and another 
resolution ‘condemned in the strongest 
manner the action of a person in a neigh- 
bouring parish coming into this parish 
and supporting the eleven months system 
in opposition to the interests of the sur- 
rounding tenantry by taking a farm from 
which a tenant had been evicted.” The 
individual against whom this resolution 
was directed also received a letter signed 
by order of the committee of the branch 
of the League intimating that at a meet- 
ing of the branch it was decided to notify 
him to surrender the land: held by him, 
or in default that he would be dealt with 
by the rules of the United Irish League. 
What being dealt with by the rules of 
the United Irish League meant I have 
already sufficiently indicated by the 
extracts I have read, and under these cir- 
cumstances it was proposed to hold a 
meeting on 29th April, in Newbridge, 
under the auspices of the League, and 
having regard to the circumstances which 
I have described, the district inspector 
swore an information, and thereupon the 
Government issued a notice proclaiming 
the meeting. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Galway, N.): Was 


it the district inspector of the Mount- : 
bellew district who swore the informa- 


tion ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot 
answer that question off hand. So much 
for the meeting at Newbridge. Then the 
second case cited by the hon. and learned 
Member as proof of the tyrannical con- 
duct of the Government was in connection 
with a meeting which it was proposed to 
hold in Sligo on 21st January of this 
year. What were the circumstances 
under which that meeting was proposed 
tobe held? The object of the meeting | 
as announced on piacards was to consider 


VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtu Series ] 


‘Trish League. 


es other matters connected with the pro- 
last year at which inflammatory speeches | 


were made against graziers in general and | iii 


gramme of the United Irish League move- 
According to the information 
which was sworn by the district mspector 
for Sligo, two men were tried and con- 
victed at the winter assizes of a con- 
spiracy to compel a farmer to surrender a 
farm of which he was in possession con- 


The case excited great 
interest, and when the jury were being 
empanelled the right of challenge was 
exercised on behalf of the Crown. Ina 
paper published in Sligo, named the Sligo 
Chamoion, there appeared an article 
headed “ Stand By,” in which the names, 
addresses, and occupations of the jurors 
who tried the case were set forth, and 
their action in finding a verdict adversely 
criticised. In the same newspaper there 
subsequently appeared reports of meet- 
ings purporting to have been held by 
branches of the United Irish League, 
in which the jurors were condemned 
and held up to odium and contempt. 
There were posters throughout the town 
of Sligo, stating that a great demonstra- 
tion would be held under the auspices of 
the United Irish League to consider and 
discuss jury packing in Sligo, and I ask 
the Committee whether, under the cir- 
cumstances I have mentioned, it was not 
reasonable to conclude that the action of 
the jurors would be again denounced at 
the meeting which it was proposed to 
hold, and whether we should not have 
been guilty of a dereliction of duty if 
we had not taken steps to prevent it 
being held 4 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman deny that, in spite 
of the action of the Government, meet- 
ings were held and speeches made in 
Shgo and other places ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I believe 
that in Sligo, at six o'clock in the morn. 
ing, a meeting was held in the town hail 
with closed doors, but no person could 
have been injured by that. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, N.): Is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that eight subse- 


quent meetings were held 4 
3D 





1351 Supply — 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, if 1) 
trusted the accounts in the newspapers. | 
By a brilliant display of journalism it | 
always appears that when the Govern- 
ment suppress one meeting at least half a | 
dozen other meetings are held. As a 
matter of fact, if hon. Members really 
think that the cause of the League is for- | 
warded by the action of the Government | 
in suppressing these meetings, they are | 
welcome to that opinion. I do not share | 
it, and I do not think that hon. Members | 
would be so pained at these meetings | 
being suppressed if they were not per- 
fectly well aware that we are promoting 
the end we have in view—namely, to pro- 
tect persons whose liberty and freedom 
have been struck at. With reference to | 
the meeting proposed to be held at 
Clonfree, the facts are as follows. | 
Two meetings were held—one in De-! 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : Does the hon. 
Member suggest that the meeting was 
held before the events stated in the infor. 
mation took place % 


Mr. FLYNN: The occurrence which 
the police put forward as a reason for 
suppressing the meeting had not taken 
place at all when the meeting was first 
convened. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That may be 
so, but unless the hon. Member  sug- 
gests that the event referred to in the 
information did not occur until after the 
meeting, I cannot understand the point 
he wishes to make. 


Mr. FLYNN: My point is this—that 
the proclamation was based on an abso- 
lutely untruthful statement. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: With refer- 


cember of last year and the other on ence to the sworn information of the dis- 


March 11th. 


Both of these meetings trict inspector, the hon. Member said he 


were in connection with a farm held by a | could not argue but only disclaim. I am 


Mrs. Keating, who had become obnoxious in exactly the same position. 


because she had dismissed her herd. The | 
police had good reason to believe that an 
attempt would be made to hold a meeting 
on the very farm in question, and the dis- 
trict inspector swore an information that. 
if the meeting were held it would have 
the effect of intimidating Mrs. Keating, | 
and therefore the meeting was pro- 
claimed. The hon. and learned Member | 
for Waterford stated that in this case no | 
proclamation was issued, but the reason | 
was that the meeting was not summoned 
by placard. These are the three cases | 
‘cited by the hon and learned Member for 
Waterford to prove his allegation that the 
Government have acted tyrannically in | 
suppressing meetings of the United Irish | 
League. The hon. Member for North | 
Cork referred to the meeting at New- 
market, but if I went into the details 
of that and other cases I do not think I 
could throw any further light on the 
nature of the considerations which 
weighed with the Government in pro- 
claiming these meetings. 


Mr. FLYNN: The Newmarket meet- | 


The hon. 


and learned Member for Waterford re- 
ferred to those suppressed meetings which 
were called for an illegal purpose. How 
are we to judge of that In the first 
instance, you may go to some extent, 
sometimes, by the placard which shows 
that the meetiug is not for a legal pur- 
pose; but there are other occasions on 
which you must judge by the general 
circumstances of the district, and we have 
acted quite correctly in that respect. 
That is shown, I think, conclusively 
by an opinion, in regard to public meet- 
ings which may be interfered with, given 
by The MacDermot, the Irish Attorney 
General in the late Government. |An 
Hon. MEMBER: What is the date of it ?] 
It must have been between 1892 and 
1895. He said that a meeting may and 
ought to be prevented if, in the opinion 
ormed by rational men, it is likely to 
lead to a breach of tranquillity in the 
neighbourhood; or, secondly, if the objects 
of the meeting are unlawful ; but whether 
such objects actually exist must be 
decided from the surrounding facts and 
circumstances, of which the place of 
meeting isan important element. I hope 


ing was announced several weeks before I have now convinced the Committee 
the occurrence on which the information | that as regards the action of the Govern- 
|ment in suppressing these meetings no 


was based took place. 
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such blame as that brought against us by | In former agitations the people believed 
the hon. Member for Waterford can/| they had a great deal to gain. It is a 
legitimately attach to us. My right hon. | very different matter now. I must can- 
and gallant friend the Member for North | didly admit that if we have not taken, in 
Armagh thinks we have not gone far/| the course of this agitation, what my 
enough. He suggests that instead of| hon. and gallant friend calls a stronger 
suppressing a meeting here and there | attitude, it is because I have been con- 
when we thought it was calculated to| vinced, and am still firmly convinced, 
intimidate and terrorise a particular | that the illegal operations of the League 
individual, we ought to have gone the / must break down from their own weight. 
length of proclaiming the League, and 


declaring it an unlawful association. I) Mp DILLON: It is refreshing to hear 


ir tae ae pacers Oo ia tea a speech in the style of the old days from 


some acquaintance with the’ actual con-| the right hon. Gentleman. I do not 
dition of Ireland, as I have had, he would | intend to make any reference to the 
have hesitated before taking a step of that | stale quotation from a speech of mine 
kind, with the knowledge that he would | which he has made so often in the House 
have to defend it in the House of Com-/ 114+ ] have it almost by heart. The 
mons. I think, as a matter of fact, it : : = ’ 
would have been a serious error on our | 1uestion raised by the hon. Member for 
part if we had taken the step the right | Waterford is one of the most vital im- 
hon. Gentleman desires us to take. I| portance, and really it would be im- 
think we might thus have given a fillip to | possible to bring under the notice of the 
the work of the League, and to the | House any more important question to 


snows = Fryar peo a wo we the people of Ireland than this question 
of proclaiming public meetings. It is 


been, to say the least of it, extremely | wig: Gea Sith ‘that all” the: oiatheeaha’ of 


unwise. Whatever the future of the 
United Irish League may be as a political | agrarian crime in Ireland have been due 
organisation—and as a mere political | to the fact that the Executive Govern- 


organisation I entertain no hostility to it | ment in the past have not given to the 


—personally, I believe that as an engine | , . : ‘ 
of intimidation it is almost certain to | Tish people the same liberty of public 


break down from its own weight. It has | agitation and free meeting as is enjoyed 
undertaken a task which appears to me to | in thiscountry. The whole course of the 
be impossible of realisation. As a matter | experience of the last two centuries in 
of fact, if measured by its success in | Europe, including this country and Ire- 
compelling graziers to give up their farms, | land, goes to show that the more free- 
or in preventing people from sending|dom you give to open movements and 
cattle to graze on grazing farms, ¥ | to public meetings the less crime you 
think it must be pronounced that the| will have. That is the reason why I 
United Irish League has not at any period | attach vast importance to this particular 
of its history been completely successful, | question. Let me for one moment, before 
and such as it is, its success is steadily I come to deal with the old and stale 
diminishing. | This movement differs | argument used by the right hon. Gentle- 
from earlier movements in respect that} man, ask the Committee to fairly and 
it is directed largely against graziers, who | candidly contrast the attitude adopted 
are amongst the most well to do and/| by the right hon. Gentleman and the 
shrewd farmers in Ireland, and are best | Irish Executive with the attitude adopted 
able to take care of themselves. The | by the First Lord of the Treasury towards 
effort to dispossess them of their farms | recent demonstrations in this country. 
has been a complete failure. Idare say | If you search the whole history of 
here and there it may have been success-| the United Irish League and _ the 
ful ; but regarded as a whole it has broken | Leagues that have gone before it, 
down. I think that now, the effort to | you will find nothing to equal the pro- 
coerce the smaller farmers and prevent | ceedings at Scarborough, Stratford-on- 
them from sending their cattle to graze | Avon, and many other places. I could 
has also broken down, and is breaking | mention the names of places where a 
down. In fact it is too great a strain. disorderly mob were allowed to take 
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possession of the streets of the town, to | free from agrarian crime. I looked at 
break down houses, to smash furniture, | the last Return issued the other day in 
and to commit all sorts of destruction, | the columns of agrarian crime. Of the 
without any substantial interference on | more serious kind there are nine classifi- 
the part of the Executive, and when the | cations which are absolutely blank, with 
First Lord of the Treasury was challenged | one solitary exception, and even the 
in the House his answer was that, after | other crimes are so few that the whole 
all, there were limits to human endurance. | total for Ireland is smaller than in any 
We heard from the right hon. Gentleman | quarter I ever remember. That is in the 
opposite a feeble re-echo of those elegant | face of the fact that this present organi- 
speeches we used to listen to in the old | sation has been spreading rapidly through 
days from Irish Secretaries about there | the country, and that innumerable meet- 
being something more sacred than free | ings have been held under its auspices. 
speech, and that was the right of free-|I do not suppose there have been less 
dom of action. In England to-day you|than 400 or 500 during the last two 
allow men in your streets to deny the | years, and there has never been a breach 
right of freedom of thought. If a man in | of the peace at any one of these meetings, 
England is suspected of thinking that the | nor has any man been proceeded against 
war in South Africa is unjust, he is liable | in a court of law on account of the pro- 
to have his house attacked and his wife | ceedings at any of the meetings. ‘The 
and family endangered, while not one | proclamation is a common form, and the 
word of condemnation goes against it. In| ground on which the meeting is pro- 
Ireland, because a district inspector swears | claimed is nearly the same exactly in 
an information on a common form sent | every case. I undertake to say that the 
down from Dublin Castle before 1 resi-| man who swore that declaration knew 
dent magistrate, without any inter-| that he was declaring false, because he 
ference whatever from an independent|knew that if the meeting had been 
magistrate in the matter, that he|left alone there would have been no 
thinks in his wisdom that something| breach of the peace. Newmarket 
may be said at a public meeting which|is one of the most peaceable 
may intimidate somebody else, the meet-| towns in the whole of Ireland. There 
ing is suppressed. I say if you admit | wasa false declaration which was known 
that principle you sweep away the right of | to be false by the man who swore it. If 
public meeting absolutely. You put it | that is the way meetings are to be sup- 
in the power of a district inspector to | pressed, there is no such thing as freedom 
take proceedings, because these opera- | of speech at all. I wish to direct the atten- 
tions are always instituted, as I ascer- | tion of the Committee to a most remark- 
tained from an answer of the Chief| able thing, and I think it conclusive 
Secretary, by a district inspector. When-| proof in favour of the attitude we take 
ever it is considered desirable, this gen-| up. The proclamation by which meet- 
tleman is ready to swear that he thinks ings are prohibited states that all persons 
something may be said that will intimi-| attempting to take part in the meeting 
dlate somebody, and on that unsupported | or encouraging the same or _ inciting 
testimony of a servant of the Castle the | thereto will be proceeded against accord- 
meeting is forbidden. That is a gross|ing to law. I wish to direct the atten- 
and shocking act of illegality. It is a| tion of the Committee to the fact that 
proceeding that would not be tolerated in| in every case thousands of people break 
this country, and if the papers on which the law according to that proclamation. 
those proclamations are founded are of | They “attempt to take part” under the 
such a character and so concocted, and if | eyes of the police, and no prosecution 
the system is allowed to go on, then in| is ever attempted, because the Govern- 
the country where that system prevails | ment know perfectly well that in sup- 
there is no freedom of meeting. Let me | pressing the meetings they are acting out- 
direct attention to this proclamation. | side the law. Why don’t they attempt 
There have been an immense number of 8 prosecution, after putting up this docu- 
these meetings held in Ireland in the last | ment, announcing solemnly over the well- 
two years, and, as the Chief Secretary has [Known words “God Save the Queen ” 





been obliged to admit, the condition of | that the meeting is proclaimed, if thou- 
Ireland while these meetings have been 
going on has been almost absolutely 


Mr, Dillon. 


sands do attempt to hold a meeting! 


‘It is because the common law of this 
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country does not give the Government | methods of the United Irish League. 
any power to suppress a meeting on|One of the supposed objects of the 
their own discretion. They have to doit | League, which is spreading rapidly 
at their risk, and the question for the | throughout Ireland, is simply to drive 
jury in the case, should a prosecution | out the grazing farmers of Ireland from 
arise, would be whether they were justi-| their farms, and to divide up the grazing 
fied in suppressing the meeting or not, | farms so taken from the graziers amongst 
and having in most of these Irish cases | the sons of farmers who arenow emigrating 
no right to suppress the meeting, they | to America. When they go to America 
naturally do not proceed with the prose-| they are described as labourers. The 
cution. That is the reason why I attach | right hon. Gentleman ought to know that 
great importance to this question. I am | that is a very false account to give of this 
not put in the least difficulty by the | organisation, and its objects and methods. 
reference to what I formerly said. The |The United Irish League was started first 
hon. Member for Dublin occupied a some- | in the county of Mayo, and spread to Ros- 
what different position at that time. I|common and Galway. In its infancy 
raised the question in the case of the last | it was directed against what I will ven- 
Government not because I approved of | ture to characterise as one of the most 
the action of the Government in this | cruel systems with which the country 
matter, but because as a matter of ex-| was ever afflicted—-that is, the uprooting 
pediency and policy it was better to let | of the population, and the sweeping of 
them alone, as they were enJeavouring to | them from large tracts of the best land, 
carry out Home Rule. People may differ | which land was to a large extent taken 
as regards that policy, but if the right into the hands of the landlords them- 
hon. Gentleman will now declare that the | selves, and let out on the eleven months 
policy of his Government is to pass a|system. One of the first objects of the 
Home Rule Bill and give it as soon as| League was to stamp out the eleven 
possible, [ promise that I will adopt pre-| months system. We may be told that 
cisely the same attitude with respect to | the United Irish League has won no in- 
his Government, and will not raise this | fluence. I think it would be a monstrous 
question again. The reason why I attach | outrage to suppress the United Irish 
such vital importance to this question is | League. Its methods are perfectly legal, 
that I believe, as I have said already, that and open and aboveboard. The first 
crime and cutrage in Ireland are directly | object was to put an end to the eleven 
traceable to this policy, once so eloquently months system, and the system which is 
described by a Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | allied to it—that of individuals holding 
in another place, when he said that the | enormous tracts of grass land in their 
mission of the Irish Executive was to| hands. Being unable to stock the land 
drive discontent under the surface. It | themselves, they invite the poor people 
is a most cruel, unjust, and outrageous to put on their cattle. The first part of 
policy for the Government to deny | the programme of the Irish League was 
the people the right of combination that anyone who was induced or con- 
and free speech and open meeting, and | sented to give up his holding should get 
then to lay at their doors the crimes of | fair compensation for doing so. The ob- 
the secret societies which inevitably | ject of the League was distinctly stated— 
spring from that policy. If, unhappily, | to obtain the use of that land for the pur- 
in the future this policy should result in| pose of increasing the holdings of the 
producing a condition of turbulence and | small farmers, who are now half starved, 
disorder in Ireland, we will have right | either by migration or the enlargement 
hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury bench | of holdings, as the case might be, 





reading out appalling lists of crimes, and 
detailing the operations of the secret 
societies with which the country is honey- 
combed, whereas, actually, it has been 
the action of the Executive Government 
in the past, and may be in the future, that 
is responsible for such a condition of 
things. The right hon. Gentleman in the 





and so put an end to the recurring 
famines in the west of Ireland. It 
never has been its object to drive out bond 
fide graziers who are bond fide farmers by 
force and intimidation. They are men who 
exist in the west of Ireland, and nobody 
wants to interfere with them. But these 


| grass-grabbers are men who have come 


beginning of his speech gave a most mis-| into existence over the bodies of the 


leading account of the objects and the 


| people. 


The League struck. at their 
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system, which is one of the greatest curses 
that ever desolated a country—a system 
which must end in the extermina- 
tion of the people; a selfish and de- 
solating system, which is mainly respon- 
sible for the great evil of emigration. It 
is for that the United Irish League was 
founded. It gradually spread thoughout 
the country, and, as the right hon. Gentle- 


{COMMONS} 
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possible—namely, by abolishing an insti- 
tution which was forced upon the Irish 
people from outside, and which they have 
never taken kindly to, and which has 
been the source and root of all the 
turmoil, bad blood, and trouble.” There 
|is one other point to which I wish to 
refer, and that is the action of the right 
hon. Gentleman as President of the Con- 





man well knows, its programme is a broad | gested Districts Board. The Congested 
national programme. The first article | Districts Board is a body upon which I 
of the programme is to obtain national | have always looked with a most kindly 
self-government for the country, and the | sympathy. It has largely been free from 
second article of the programme is an | the trammels of Castle con.trol, and has 
article as old as the Land League itself— | done a great deal of good work in the 
and that is, to abolish the system of dual | past, and I trust it will be able. to do 
ownership of land in Ireland. That fight; much more in the future. In January 
has been going on in Ireland twenty years, | last the right hon. Gentleman entered 
and has cost those on both sides of into a correspondence with the Lord 
the struggle a great deal of loss. | Lieutenant of county Galway, which I 
The right hon. Gentleman’s own colleagues | look upon as one of the most disgraceful 
are rapidly coming to our view of the | ever perpetrated by an Irish Secretary. 
case as regards the landlords of Ireland ; | He said just now that he had no objec- 
the landlords themselves are not very | tion to the United Irish League as a 
satisfied with the present situation. The | political organisation ; but I confess I 
programme of the United Irish League | cannot accept that statement, bearing in 
is to enlarge the holdings of the small | mind this correspondence, because the 
starving tenants of the west of|right hon. Gentleman most distinctly 
Ireland by migration and by the | intimated that he would use his position 
provision of grass lands when they are/|on the Congested Districts Board as a 
contiguous to their holdings, and, as | political engine to stop the spread of the 
regards the rest of the country, to/ United Irish League. 

abolish dual ownership and buy out | 

the landlords. It is a comprehensive | fp. G@, W. BALFOUR was understood 
policy, and it is the only policy which | to say that he drew a distinction between 
will ever bring peace to Ireland. 


If the | ‘ : : 
right hon. Gentleman desires to check the | the United Irish League as an organisa- 


United Irish League and to take away a_| tion advocating certain general principles, 
great deal of its force, let him get up and | such as that the tenant farmers should be 
announce as the policy of the Govern- | placed in possession of their holdings, and 
ment that they are determined to bring | the United Irish League as an organisa- 
in aCompulsory Sale Bill to enable the | tion advocating the attainment of its 


lands of Ireland to be bought at a fair 
price by: the tenant farmers. I am not 
quite sure, though, whether it would not | 
be better for the tenants to keep hammer- 
ing away as we have been doing for | 
the last thirty years; they have got | 
40 per cent. taken off the rents, and | 
it might be better to keep on until they 
get 60 per cent. off, and then buy out the 
landlords. But the agitation against rent 
will never cease until you get rid of the 
dual ownership, and the best friend of 
the Irish landlords would be that Minister 
who, with a powerful Government at his 
back, would come forward and say, 
“Now is the time to conclude this 
matter. Let us make peace between 





landlord and tenant on the only terms 


Mr. Dillon, 


ends by armed force. 


Mr. DILLON: My point is this, and 
it is really a most important point. If 
the members of the United Irish League 
transgress the law, they should be 


|punished by the ordinary machinery of 


the criminal law. To bring questions of 
that kind into the Congested Districts 
Board, to seek to turn the Congested 
Districts Board into a kind of department 
of the criminal law administration, is one 
of the most ill-advised and monstrous 
departures ever made in public life. How 
is the Congested Districts Board to sit in 
judgment on certain proceedings in Ire- 
land and decide whether or not they are 
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illegal or objectionable? That may be a 
matter for the right hon. Gentleman 
when acting in his Prepress: at Dublin 
Castle, but when he enters the Congested 
Districts Board he should forget his 
politics and his criminal law, and deal 


with the business that there comes before | 


him with a single eye to the benefit of 
the people. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The views I | 


expressed are views which had been 
already expressed in the Report of the 
Board, and signed by every member of 
the Board. 


Mr. DILLON : That does not prove 
anything at all. The very essence of the 
existence, and the possibility of the 
usefulness, of the Congested Districts 
Board, depend on your dropping politics 
at the door, and yet you go and bring in 
the most contentious political question 
possible. If you are going to boycott 
districts in which the United Irish League 
flourishes, there is nothing to prevent 
your extending the principle and saying 
you will boycott districts which elect 
Nationalists and opponents of the 
Government. If you bring politics into 
the administration you will be doing that 
which will completely destroy the Con- 
gested Districts Board as one of the most 
useful institutions in Ireland. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): One 
of my reasons for supporting the 
Amendment is to call the attention of the 
Chief Secretary to some matters which 


are of importance not only to my own, 
constituents, but to those in several other | 


parts of Ireland. I have been in com- 
munication with the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to steam trawlers tear- 


ing up the spawn, destroying the fisheries, , 


and depriving many poor men of their 
means of living. It is really very hard 
to see the fishermen’s boats lying idle on 


the beach, owing to the presence of steam | 


trawlers off the coast. Some time ago 


we were fortunate enough to discover the | 
| this 


names of several of the steam trawlers ; 


they were sent forward to the proper. 
authorities, but the Government refused | 
the world, and whilst all other maritime 


to prosecute. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I would most | 
gladly have prosecuted if there had been 
a chance of success. 
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| Mr. FFRENCH : I was coming to that. 
They refused to prosecute because we 
‘could not identify the captains and crews 
'of the trawlers. Do the Irish Govern- 
/ment expect that we are going to board 
these steam trawlers and take a snap-shot 
/of the captain and crew? Any seaman 
would inform the righ: hon. Gentleman 
| that, having found the name of the vessel, 
it was quite easy to get the names of the 
captain and crew. It is, therefore, very 
difficult for anyone—except, perhaps, an 
Irish lawyer—to see why there should 
not have been a prosecution. As long as 
I can remember it has been the boast of 
Irish lawyers that they could drive a 
coach and four through any Act of 
Parliament. 
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Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): It is Daniel O’Connell who says 
| that. 


Mr. FFRENCH: I suppose the right 
hon. Gentleman the Attorney General is 
simply keeping up the reputation of Irish 

‘lawyers by driving a coach and four 
through the bye-laws that were made for 
the protection of Irish fisheries. Over 
and over again I have tried to get a gun- 
boat for the protection of the fisheries, 
| but without success, although the late 
Government had no difficulty in finding a 
gunboat for the north of Ireland when 
the fisheries there were being raided in 
exactly the same manner. I have been 
recently informed that the Board of 
Agriculture would consider the advis- 
ability of equipping a vessei for this 
purpose. I hope that will come to 
something, but I am afraid they will go 
on considering the advisability, and that 
nothing will be done. But suppose they 
did equip such a vessel, would it be 
quite fair to Ireland? A small sum of 
money has been set apart for the 
Board of Agriculture, and it would 
materially cripple its utility if a large 
portion of its money were spent for 
purpose. It is a _ well - known 
fact that the Irish fisheries are amongst 
the most extensive and remunerative in 


countries are straining every nerve to 
develop and protect their fisheries, we 
| cannot have even an old gunboat, although 

we see it stated day after day that there 
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are several obsolete old vessels attached 
to the fleet which are good for nothing 
else. In the United States £100,000 is 
annually spent on the fisheries, with the 
result that every river and lake is teeming 
with fish. Canada is even more lavish in 
her expenditure on the fisheries, and 
Holland, Norway, and Sweden, and in 
fact every maritime country is doing some- 
thing in this direction. Scotland is 
treated very differently from Ireland. Scot- 
land has her Fisheries Board, with two 


Supply— 


inspectors and thirty officers, all trained | 


experts, and during the twenty-one years 
of its existence that Board has received 
something like three-quarters of a million 
of money, exclusive of salaries. Some 
time ago a pier in my constituency got 
out of order, and a county surveyor was 
sent down to inspect it and to make an 
estimate. An inquiry was ordered, and 
the pier was reported to be all right, 
although at the same time it was all 
wrong. The next big storm that came 
washed away the centrepiece of the 
pier 





*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The question of piers cannot be debated 
on this Vote. 


Mr. FFRENCH: All I have to say is 
that I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will look into this question of the fisheries, 
and I must add that really the inland 
fisheries require attention just as badly as 
the sea fisheries. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: The right hon Gen- 
tleman has told us with regard to the 
meeting at Newbridge, county Galway, 
that it was proclaimed because it was 
reasonably suspected that if allowed to be 
held it would lead to intimidation, boy- 
cotting, and possibly a breazh of the 
peace, and he told us it was the district 
inspector who swore the information. 
Who is this district inspector? He is a 
gentleman who has been only fifteen 
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' officer—whose intelligence was on a par 
| with that of most other English officers— 
swore the information. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman let the Committee know that 
_ the object of the meeting was to strengthen 
the hands of the Congested Districts 
Board, to assist them in acquiring more 
grass lands in the neighbourhood of New- 
bridge and in the parish of Ballygar for 
distribution amongst the small holders 
in the district? The Chief Secretary did 
' not tell the Committee that the Board of 
which he is president have acquired 220 
| Irish acres of grass lands in the immediate 
| vicinity of Newbridge. On the 4th May 
the Congested Districts Board came into 
| possession of 114 Irish acres. The Chief 
Secretary led the Committee to believe 
that the object of the United Irish League 
| was to intimidate grass farmers in order 
to compel them to give up their holdings 
so that the grass farms migit be divided 
amongst the smaller tenants. If that be 
so, I want to know if the right hon. 
Gentleman thinks that Mr. John Mac- 
Donald, of Galway, was intimidated into 
giving up those 114 Irish acres at the 
Cross of Newbridge, and, if so, why did 
he encourage the intimidation by buying 
the farm? On the other side of New- 
bridge Cross the Congested Districts Board 
have a farm of 106 Irish acres, which I 
presume they intend to distribute amongst 
the small holders of the neighbourhood. 
On the other side of the 114 acre farm 
there is a village of twenty or thirty 
houses, and no man in that village holds 
more than four acres of land. Those 114 
aeres will not give very large holdings to 
those twenty or thirty families on the 
other side of the road. Immediately in 
the neighbourhood of Ballygar, there is 
‘another village consisting of thirty-five 
houses, situated in a bog, and not one of 
the families holds more than three or 
four acres. Iam told that the acquisition 
of these 220 acres is sufficient to deal 
' with those two villages. But that is not 
the whole of the case with regard to New- 
‘bridge and Ballygar. You cannot take q 
|drive of three miles in any direction 


months in the police force. He is not an | without coming upon one of these small 
Irishman ; he was not educated in Ireland; | villages situated in or on the edge of a 
he knows little or nothing about Ireland. | bog. This meeting was called for the 
He isa B.A. of Cambridge. He was most | purpose of supporting the Congested 
anxious to distinguish himself as a! Districts Board in extending the laudable 
military man, and satisfied his military | work they have already done. Every- 


ambitions by joining that arm of Her body knows that the district inspector 
Majesty’s forces known as the Royal Irish | was moved to swear that information by 
Constabulary. This intelligent English a broken-down landlord living in the 


Mr. Ffrench. 
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vicinity, who owns 500 or 600 acres of 
ar land. He is unable to work the 
and himself, and depends upon the small 
farmers sending him grass cattle during 
six or sig months of the year, and he 
was afraid something might be said at the 
meeting which would interfere with his 
grazing. If themeeting wasillegal, why did 
not the right hon. Gentleman prosecute 
the Members of Parliament or the priests 
who were present? Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that after twelve 
o'clock Mass in the town of Ballygar the 
parish priest and the hon. Member for 
Galway addressed not alone the large 
congregation but also the whole popula- 
tion of the town? The parish priest, who 
is a strong supporter of the Congested 
Districts Board, said that the action of the 
Government was an insult to him, and 
that it was an outrage for anyone to say 
that the object of a meeting in the 
calling of which he was the principal 
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party was intimidation, boycotting, and a | 
breach of the peace. Meetings were held | 
in several other places, and sixty-five | 
police were brought into Newbridge to | 
prevent harm being done. By the action 
of the right hon. Gentleman not one 
single man who had intended hearing the 
speeches was prevented listening to the 
doctrines of the United Irish League. If 
there was any likelihood of a breach of 
the peace it was the policemen themselves 
who were likely to cause it. Father 
O’Keefe’s house was surrounded by a 
cordon of police, as though there was 
some murderer or frightful law-breaker 
inside. He ordered the police off 
his private premises, and a collision 
nearly took place between him 
and the county inspector. That 
collision, which if it had occurred would 
certainly have led to a riot, was pre- 
vented by the only intelligent and 
common-sense officer there, who happened 
to be a Tipperary Irishman, the others 
being intelligent Englishmen. The right 
hon. Gentleman says the object of the 
League is not so much to increase the 
holdings as to increase the number of 
holdings. The United Irish League has 
never set before it the object of increasing 
the number of holdings, except where the 
holding is of a sufficient size to give more 
families an opportunity of getting a 
decent living. ‘The object of the League 


undoubtedly is to break up those vast 
grazing ranches in the west of Ireland. 
A great many of the occupants of those 
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lands are only too willing to get rid of 
them, but they are holding off for the 
purpose of getting a better price. Up to- 
the present they have not been making 
much of a profit since the great change 
in the prices of agricultural produce ; but 
the graziers see that the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board are likely to become buyers, 
and therefore they pretend they are not 
anxious to sell in order to get a better 
price. The right hon. Gentleman must 
be aware that in a remarkable letter: 
written by the Bishop of Elphim—the 
diocese in which Newbridge is situated—- 
it is stated that the grazing ranche: 
hands 
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in many instances in the 
of the present oczupiers it was weil 
known were not paying. What the 


United Irish League desires to do is 
to put an end to the constant drain. 
on the population which is going on day 
after day. The very week the meeting 
was held at Newbridge eighty-two people 
left the one station of Roscommon 
for the United States, and the very 
same week the hon. Member for Con- 
nemara was in the constituency 112: 
people left for the same part. Two 
days every week you will find the trains. 
for the Queenstown boats filled from end. 
to end with young boys and girls of from. 
sixteen to twenty-three years, the very 
flower of the manhood and womanhood of 
the country, going to seek a livelihood in. 
a foreign land. They are going not 
because they prefer to live in America. 
rather than in their own land, but because 
they will not be allowed to live in Ireland. 
In the district of North Galway, which I 
have the honour to represent, right from. 
Ballygar to Craggs, you will find every 
perch of the upland—the decent land—- 
absolutely denuded of houses, and where 
formerly there were happy homesteads 
there are now 60, 80, or 100-acre fields, 
covered with bullocks and sheep, bu‘ no. 
human beings. But when you come to 
the bogsand the miserable land, from which 
it was not worth anybody’s while to drive: 
the people, you will find them. huddled 
together with four or five or six acres,, 
which, even if they paid no rent at all,, 
would not enable them to live in decency. 
It is to alter this terrible state of things,, 
and to take the people out of these 
horrible conditions, that the United Irish 
League is working. We have heard a. 
great deal about the valour of the Con- 
naught Rangers. The Connaught Rangers. 
are recruited from the counties of Ros- 
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common, Galway, and Mayo. Anybody 
going to those districts to-day will find 
plenty of soldiers, all of whom are carry- 
ing about with them some of Kruger’s 
lead. These are the men of whom you 
were so proud in South Africa; but how 
do you encourage them when they come 
back? By bringing sixty-five police into 
Newbridge to break the skulls and to 
baton the heads of their fathers and 
brothers. Yet you are surprised when 
the Irish say they hope you will get a 
good licking, and that Kruger will beat 
you. Iam told I am disloyal. Let the 
Chief Secretary give me something to be 
loyal for. What is loyalty? It is like 
gratitude—a lively sense of favours to 
come. Loyalty, I believe, is not corrup- 
tion ; but I am sometimes inclined to 
believe that disloyalty leads to corruption. 
I have noticed that the best way for some 
people to get what they want is to be dis- 
loyal. I sincerely congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman the Solicitor General for 
England on having a seat on the Treasury 
bench. But did he get it because of his 
loyalty 1 He is there because he was dis- 
loyal to his party. The Marquess of 
Londonderry is Postmaster General and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dublin University is Solicitor General 
because they were disloyal to their party 
and kicked over the traces. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must confine his 
remarks to the subject under discussion, 


Mr. KILBRIDE: I do not intend to 
prolong this debate, but I will ask the 
Chief Secretary not to take all that is 
stated upon the sworn oath of a district 
inspector as absolute evidence, for the 
local surroundings and conditions should 
be taken into account. I cannot con- 
ceive that the right hon. Gentleman 
and the authorities at Dublin Castle 
would be so blind to their duty and to 
the interests of the country and the 
people of Ireland as to believe that 
the word of a man like Father Gerty 
was less reliable than the word of an 
inspector of police. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
do not intend to occupy the time of the 
Committee at any length with regard to 
this question, but having been a member 
of the Relief Committee during the time 


Mr. Kilbride. 
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the distress prevailed in the West, I went 
down there with Lord Mayor Tallon, 
The Government at. that time refused to 
co-operate in any measure for the relief 
of distress. I visited the distressed dis- 
tricts, and having an opportunity of 
seeing for myself the misery of the people, 
I can say that the statements which have 
been made by several hon. Members are 
perfectly correct. The people have been 
driven off the fertile land and sent to 
reside in the bogs and mountains. The 
fact is, the people require more land in 
order to be able to live. I have looked 
up the statistics, and I find that in Mayo 
more than half the ratings are under 
£4 ; 16,668 ratings are under £4 in Mayo; 
in Galway the number is 14,189, and in 
Donegal 14,561. I would like to point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that this 
matter is not to be solved by proclaiming 
meetings or by denying the right of free 
speech to the people whe are interested 
in this question. The objects of the United 
Irish League have my entire sympathy. 
Even, as far as I understand, the Congested 
Districts Board have to a certain extent 
adopted the objects and method of the 
United Irish League. What is the method 
of the United Irish League? It is to 
hold meetings in order to educate public 
opinion as to the programme which they 
wish to put before the people; and the 
method of the Congested Districts Board 
is to obtain possession of the land which 
the League cannot buy owing to want of 
resources. Th’s is a great social problem 
which it is the duty of the Government 
to solve by making the occupiers of the 
land the owners. From my connection 
with the cattle trade I know that these 
grazing farms do not pay at the present 
time. Why? Because, owing to the 
peculiar condition of the trade at present, 
there is an unlimited supply of fat stock, 
and facilities are given for the importa- 
tion of fat stock, alive or dead. The 
result is an enormous supply from all 
parts of the world. I am a better 
authority on this subject than the right 
hon. Gentleman, because I am in the busi- 
ness, and I know the whole A B C of it. 
What we want are more tenant farmers 
in Ireland, and therefore I maintain that 
under the present condition of things the 
agitation set on foot hy the United Irish 
League, if carried out peaceably, will 
undoubtedly benefit the country at 
large. I am quite aware that it is 
said that this is a revolutionary move- 
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ment, and that we are endeavouring 
to carry out a matter which is outside our 
power and against the law of the land. 
I would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
consider this point. The United Irish 
League is only endeavouring to carry out 
what has been accomplished by the 
various Governments of Europe who 
have made the occupiers the owners of 
the land. In France, Germany, Hungary, 
and Austria the occupiers are the owners 
of the land to a very great extent, and 
the result is peace, prosperity, and con- 
tentment. It was the French peasant 
proprietary that provided the enormous 
amount of money needed after the 
Franco-German war; and what would 
bring peace and contentment to Ireland 
is undoubtedly the establishment of a 
peasant proprietary in that country also. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : This is rather far 
from the Chief Secretary’s salary. 


Mr. FIELD: Of course I submit to 
your ruling, Sir, but the objects of the 
United Irish League have been con- 
demned by the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I condemned 
its methods. 


Mr. FIELD: It may be necessary to 
adopt certain methods, if none other 


are allowed to be used, in order to | the Governm 


bring about objects we wish to ob- 
tain. I submit that compulsory 
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gration is going on to the extent which 
is visible in Ireland things are not satis. 
factory. If the people could live in 
Ireland they would not live in a foreign 
country, and therefore I submit to the 
right hon. Gentleman that the progress 
of the United Irish League must have 
| something in it which appeals to the sense 
| of the people. Having said that about 
| the land, I find that when we look towards 
| the sea the same state of affairs is found. 
I entirely agree with what has 
been said by the hon. Member for 
| South Wexford, that sea fisheries 
as well as inland fisheries require pro- 
tection. When I myself was down at 
Berehaven last year there was actually a 
steam trawler from America around the 
south coast of Ireland catching fish and 
taking it back to America. We in Ire- 
land, owing to the action of the Govern 
ment, and partially to the want of activity 
among our own people, allow all these 
| Tiches to go to another country instead of 
| to our own country to which they pro- 
'perly belong. I submit that the policy of 
a Land Purchase Act, and also the policy 
_ with reference to the fisheries as suggested 
by the hon. Member for South Wexford, 
| ought to command the attention of the 
Government. Steam trawlers come across 
from Scotland, England, and France, and 
fish within the limit and destroy all the 
|young fish. Things are unsatisfactory on 
| the land, and things are also unsatisfactory 
|on the sea. No matter where you turn, 
ent appear to have failed in 
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| their duty. I hope these questions will 
purchase | be con 


sidered by the right hon. Gentle- 


is undoubtedly necessary to meet the | man whose duty it is to look after the 


present difficulty. If the Government 
will not do that, then it remains for the 
Irish people to endeavour so bring about | 
that result themselves. I was rakee | 
astonished at the statement of the Chief 
Secretary to-night with reference to emi- 
gration—namely, that the people who re- 
main behind would be better off. My 
experience, and the experience of every 
man who looks at the special condition 
of things in Ireland, is that if you take 
away the young and virile people of a 
generation you leave behind those who 
are less fitted to earn their livelihood, 
and the result is that lunacy and 
pauperism will increase. There can be 
no doubt whatever that if you take away 
the earning portion of a population the 
remainder will not be so prosperous. I 
submit to the Committee that where emi- 








interest of the country. 


Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): I think it will be admitted that 
the poverty and distress which charac- 
terise Ireland are due almost entirely to 
the unsatisfactory condition of the land 
laws. The Chief Secretary’s reply to 
my hon. and learned friend the Mem- 
ber for Waterford was, I think, most 
ineffective and weak. I was. surprised at 
the arguments he used, but I will not 
revert to them now. I would appeal to 
the Committee to consider that the main 
Irish question—the great Irish question— 
is the question of [rish discontent, and 
the cause of it. Why has the present 
Chief Secretary followed in the footsteps 
of his predecessors in suppressing public 
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meeting in Ireland? It is the same old 
policy that England has always adopted 
towards Ireland. The opinions of the 
Irish Members are flouted, their views 
are discounted, and the opinions of the 
Irish people are treated in the same way. 
What are the Irish people todo? What 
are Irish representatives in this House to 
do, considering the state of Ireland, the 
misery which prevails there, and the 
terrible exodus of youths and maidens 
from Ireland every year? We know 
what the Land League did for Ireland. 
Is there any hon. Member who would 
wish to revert to the state of affairs in 
Ireland previous to the Land League, or 
to see the Irish tenants again at the 
mercy of the landlords? But in order to 
put an end to that state of affairs and 
to remove that terrible power from the 
hands of the landlords, the Irish people 
were forced into a state of violent agita- 
tion, and—if you like—outrages followed 
on that agitation, because they are a neces- 
sary complement of revolution, and the 
Land League was a revolution. But 
neither the Land League nor the Land 
Act of 1881 which resulted from it have 
settled the question. As my hon. friend 
the Member for North Galway has 
pointed out, and as the Chief Secretary 
knows, although the Land Acts have 
reduced rent some 30, 40, 50, or 60 per 
cent. within the last few years, owing to 
the fall of prices and other conditions, the 
Irish tenantry are not now as well off as 
they were before the Land Act. I think 
it will be admitted, even by the Chief 
Secretary, that the solution of the Irish 
difficulty—the only way to remove the 
discontent and poverty prevailing in 
Ireland—is to create a peasant proprietary 
in that country. 


Supply — 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is a matter 
which would obviously require legislation, 
and legislation cannot be discussed in 
Committee of Supply. 


Mr. O'MALLEY: I was only going to 
point out that in suppressing these meet- 
ings in Ireland the Government is follow- 
ing an evil course, which will result, per- 
haps, in more outrages and greater tur- 
moil and discontent. What are Mr. 
O’Brien, my hon. friend the Member for 
East Mayo, and other gentlemen who are 
Mr. 0’ Maley. 


{COMMONS} 
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taking a prominent part in this agitation 
doing? They are simply educating 
the Irish people to the necessity of pro- 
tecting themselves. How are they doing 
that? There are hundreds of thousands 
of acres of grass land which were once 
occupied by tenants, and in many cases 
reclaimed by tenants, now in possession of 
graziers. The right hon. Gentleman 
wants to continue that system. Our 
policy is that it is desirable that those 
grass lands should be divided up and 
occupied by the tenantry. If the right 
hon. Gentleman differs from us and dis- 
approves of our method, then we will 
have to fight it out. We may be wrong, 
perhaps, in holding a meeting to condemn 
a land-grabber or a grazier. It may be 
illegal, and the right hon. Gentleman may 
be within the law in suppressing it; but 
will that settle the question? It will 
not. If this Government were a Govern- 
ment that had the interests of the Irish 
people at heart, if they wantec to put an 
end to discontent and poverty in Ireland, 
they would look at this question as we 
do. We want to see Ireland happy, con- 
tented, and prosperous, and personally I 
am anxious above all to see the bad 
blood that has existed so long between 
England and Ireland put an end to, I 
want to see the English and Irish people 
living friendly together, and not in 
perpetual enmity. But until the Irish 
question is settled, until the grass lands 
are given up, until emigration ceases, 
and until we get Home Rule and all 
the other reforms on which we have 
set our hearts, I can only say that we 
shall try to conduct our movement 
constitutionally and within the law. But 
for my part, knowing as I do that Ireland 
has never got anything except by agita- 
tion and disturbance, my advice will be, 
whenever I have an opportunity of 
speaking to my countrymen in Ireland, 
that if they want to remove grievances. 
they must continue on the old lines and 
fight at any cost—at the: cost of imprison- 
ment to themselves and to. their repre- 
sentatives and even of the loss of their 
homes. If the Irish question is to. be 
solved the Irish people must make sacri- 
fices. I should think that by this time 
the English Government has had. one 
ence enough of the courage and p uck 
of the Irish people, and though they 
have the power to suppress these meet- 
ings and imprison Irish representatives, 
the Irish people are as determined as 
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Why tenants of Ireland, and make them happy 


in the name of common sense cannot the | and contented ? 


Chief Secretary and his friends see this ? | 
Why will they not go to the root of the | 
question and buy out the landlords and | 


establish on the soil of 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton. Thomas Dolling 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Rybura 
Caldwell, James 

Clancy, Juhn Joseph 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 
Engledew, Charles John 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Mane’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
rei ed FrancisT.(Windsor) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H(Bristol) | 
Bethell, Commander 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Oetavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Craddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Denny, Colonel 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 

Dyke, Rt. Hon, Sir Win. H. 


Ireland the | Noes, 105. 


AYES. 


| Gibney, James 

| Gilhooly, James 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 

| Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 

| Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harrington, Timothy 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

; Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 

| Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 

| Hogan, James Francis 

, Horniman, Frederick John 

| Kilbride, Denis 

Leese,SirJ osephF.( Accrington 
Macaleese, Daniel 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 77 ; 
(Division List No. 137.) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Dowd, John 


' MacDonnell,Dr.M.A.(Qn’sC.) | 


MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Cartan, Miehael 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 
| M‘Ghee, Richard 
| Maddison, Fred. 
| Molloy, Bernard Charles 
| Morris, Samuel 
| Murnaghan, George 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


NOES. 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Co!onel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn.Sir John Eldon 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. Chavergor) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 





Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Randell, David 

Redmond, John E. (Wa‘erford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runeiman, Walter 

Souttar, Robinson 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson,HenryJ.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, Jos H.(Middlesbrough 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Lowe, Francis William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘kKillop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Nicol, Denald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C.;Guy 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,Rt. Hn. SirMatthewW. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col.E.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
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Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- | Wolff. Gustav Wilhelm Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) | Wrightson, Thomas. TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 


Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) | Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy Sir William Walrond and 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong Mr. Anstruther. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. | as it was in the days of Henry II. and 
| Cromwell; and it is just as much a mili- 
** tary occupation as that of the Transvaal 
Crass III. aad the aia Free State will be in a 

2. Motion made, and Question pro- | short time. It is idle to pretend that in 
osed, “That a sum not exceeding | the course of a long struggle, now lasting 
£81,681 be granted to Her Majesty, to over a score of years, things are as bad 
complete the sum necessary to defray | to-day as they were twenty years ago. 
the charge which will come in course of | I gladly acknowledge that, administra- 
payment during the year ending on the | tively and legislatively, matters are very 
31st day of March, 1901, for the salaries | much better to-day than when I first 
and expenses of the office of the Irish | entered the House of Commons, and as 
Land Commission.” | regards even Englishmen in their deal- 
| ings with Ireland, they have a little more 

, +\.| gleaming of sense than they had at that 

ned . = ee Gah, sind | ae “At the same time, - have found 
In rising to offer some criticisms on | that in the application of palliatives the 
the Land Commission nineteen years after English Government do not attempt 
the passing of the Irish Land Act, my | vigorously and properly te go about the 
mind goes back to the time when Mr. | work. I do not think I could take 
Gladstone accepted a suggestion from | for my text a better illustration 
Mr. W. H. Smith to wind up the Irish | of the manner in which the Irish Land 


ane ; | Act is administered than one of the cases 
Land Commission in seven years. If/ 7 recently gave the Committee. I read a 
anything could show the futility of ‘resolution passed by the Board of Guat- 


human anticipations, it is the fact of that Meus ak Wadi Aaleten the heatt of ts 
ct ‘ ang : 

or age — = pe accepted, | most loyal division, represented in this 

although Mr. Gladstone subsequently | House, unfortunately for the farmers of 


abandoned it. It also shows how much |g . Wig one . 
knowledge there was on the other side of | South Antrim, by the belligerent Secre- 


aes ‘tary to the Admiralty, whose recent 
the House of the true conditions of the | Malte ehidt to bis 6 han 
— re uae wets Pcie Pres 4 | brought abous the results condemned in 
a a ae . ne sss mid = ge _the resolution. There was in Ireland a 
w a e Enclish a it | Sub-Commissioner of long standing—ap- 
a Pi sig cites ie, aleeimtneio pointed, I believe, originally ten or 
ae i, &* twelve years ago on the nomination of 
the errors of their predecessors. It is | the hon. Member for South Tyrone— 
their predecessors who are always | nied Mr. Davidson. Mr. Davidson 
wrong ; but. the individual English |)... been exercising his jurisdiction in 


administrator of the moment is always | ¢ outh Antrim, near Belfast. Let me 


ealad goss cae gf, meas | remind the Committee that when you 
Administration of all the talents and all the | get into the near neighbourhood of a 
infallibles, It is said that the definite | STOWE SWE OF city many curious Agr 
we he salled to admini ' cultural questions arise of much greater 
<segoo Se cteenill ys vost I: siege ‘complexity and intricacy, and requiring 
think that defences of that kind by the ™0T® peculiar oy tam ge and knowledge, 
English Administration are really beside | than you would have if you were dealing 
the question. The Government of Ireland | Yith cases in the country ; and these are 
is a continuity, and when you are defend- | intermixed with rane arising out of 
ing administration either by a Liberal or | the Ulster land custom. N ow, Mr. David- 
o \ I HORSE. son has been engaged in fixing rents in 
ory Government you are defending the | ¢ og eau cad 
Government of England in Ireland, and | South Antrim for many years, and after 


the military occupation of that country, | the visit of the Secretary to the Admiralty 
which is as much a military oceupation | to his constituents, suddenly and without 
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a moment’s warning he was removed from | land commissioners, including sixty-five 
South Antrim. He had been fixing rents | temporary legal commissioners ; that is, 
on the estates of Lord Masham, Lord | 101 of those gentlemen whom Lord 
O'Neill, and Lord Templetown, one of the Salisbury was kind enough to dub the 
leading members of the Landlords’ Asso- | “ sub-confiscators of Ireland.” I will read 
ciation, if not the chairman; and their the Committee the resolution which the 
agents are the strongest supporters of | Board of Guardians of South Antrim 
the Secretary to the Admiralty. Mr. | passed, and I appropriately take it from 
Davidson, as I have said, had been fixing | a paper called the Northern Whig, of 11th 
rents, and had heard the cases of forty | May, 1900— 

or fifty Feeney, Seas a ae “Mr. William Vance, vice-chairman pre 
district, when, hey, presto! he) sided. Mr. Boyd proposed that the Council 
was removed. A young gentleman, | desire to record their protest against the 
rejoicing in the name of Sydney Smith, | removal of Mr. Davidson previous to his fixing 
was suddenly brought down from the | rents on holdings on which he had heard the 


= 2 -. Mp | evidence ; that the removal had been brought 
county of Tipperary, and put in Mr. about by the influence of the Land Office ; 


Davidson’s place. This was a man who, | and the Committee had every reason to believe: 
when acting as a land agent in Mayo, | that the Land Court in no instance gave the 
drew his rifle, and actually shot one tenant credit for improvements, but the 
tenant dead, and wounded another ; and | — believed that Mr. Davidson had a 
: ‘ : | desire to act fairly between the landlords and 
he it was, with the stain of blood of the | tenants.” 
people of Mayo and the stain of assassina- | 
tion on his hands, who was installed into | Copies of that resolution were sent to the 
office in South Antrim in room of Mr. | Chief Secretary, to the Land Commission, 
Davidson. Now, that is done under the i and to the County Couneil. Supposing 
British Government. But what did this’ that in Yorkshire or Devonshire a mixed 
Mr. Sydney Smith do? Mr. Davidson | hody of Liberals and Conservatives had 
had heard the cases in open court; but agreed to pass a resolution of that kind 
Mr. Sydney Smith fixed a fair rent or jin reference to any local appointment, 
vaiuation of these forty or fifty tenant would not Englishmen say that thes: 
farmers’ holdings without having heard | gentlemen probably had got the right 
one tittle of the evidence. If that is end of the stick, “and that they were 
what the Government do in loyal Antrim, | entitled to the consideration of their reso- 
what may we not infer as to their prac- | lution by the High Court cf Parliament ? 
tices in the south and west of Ireland? [ ask why a resolution of that kind has 
What is the title of Mr. Sydney Smith to | received no consideration from the right 
be appointed a land commissioner, except | hon. the Chief Secretary ? 
that he has a blood-stained record ? One | 
case of that kind is enough to blast the yw, q w. BALFOUR: I have no 
confidence of the people of Ireland in the | Prose 
English Government. We did _not'| i i 
appoint Mr. Davidson ; we did not ask for | Mages AY. : 
it; his ease had never come under our. Mk. T. M. HEALY: What is the right 
ken, but he was giving satisfaction to the hon. Gentleman here for? Is not this 
tenant farmers of Ulster. The head and | “the grand inquest of the nation ?” 
front of his offending was that it was he | 
who, on the second time of hearing, had Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have no 
fixed the rents in the renowned case of | power to direct the Land Commission in 
Adams and Dunseath. If that is the con- what way they should transfer their 
sideration the Government give to the | officers. That is absolutely within their 
Protestant tenants of Ulster, what con- discretion 
sideration may the — people, i 
the Catholics and Nationalists, of F . 
the other three provinces get _ Mr. T. M. HEALY: If I was in the 
from the Government which appointed | right hon. Gentleman’s position I would 
Mr. Sydney Smith? I see from! see that I had the power, or would know 
the Estimates that there are seven the reason why. The right hon. Gentle- 
assistant legal commissioners, in-| man says he has no power; how then did 
cluding three temporary legal commis-| the Secretary to the Admiralty manage 
sioners, and ninety-four non-legal assistant | to get rid of Mr. Davidson ? 
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dence is there to prove that he did ? 
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certainly must congratulate the genius of 
the gentleman who got up this system of 
appointment. The Land Commission 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: These things are | have lately, by the way of showing their 
not done in the highways and in the cross | 8tand impartiality, started a system of 
roads. That is not the way these gentle- | ¢xaminations for these sub-commissioner- 
men go to work. The great difference ships. That was found necessary since 
between the Ribbon lodges and the Land | the hon. Member for South Tyrone got 
League and gentlemen like the Secretary | into the Government, for he was accused 
to the Admiralty is, that the unhappy | of getting a decent man into an appoint- 
people have no power in order to eftect ment. That was an oversight, and will 
the redress. of their grievances. They | not occur again now that Lord London 
have to meet on the highways with the | erry is in the Cabinet. In 1899 the 
risk of having their heads broken by the | Irish Land Commission got out an 





police before their grievances are listened 
t>; but all that the wire-pullers of the 
Government have got to do is to go to 
the Kildare Street Club. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR dissented. | 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is not Mr. | 
Fitzgerald, who alone has the shifting of 
these Assistant Commissioners, a member 
of the Kildare Street Club? The right 
hon. Gentleman says he has no power | 
over the appointment or removal of 
these gentlemen. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Over the | 


transfer. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Did you appoint 
Mr. Sydney Smith 4 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I rather think 
I did. The appointment or dismissal of 
a Commissioner is an entirely different 
thing from the transfer of a Commissioner 
from one district to another. The Lord 
Lieutenant has the power to appoint ; 
the Land Commission the power to 
transfer. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But if you 
appointed the right man it does not 
matter where you put him. I am now 
going to attack the system of appointment 
of these gentlemen taken out of land 
agents’ offices and put into the office of 
the Land Commission. First of all, let 
me say that of the 101 gentlemen I 
believe ninety belong to the orthodox 
religion, the religion of Henry VIII. and 
Martin Luther. Of course, the Govern- 


ment have to put on one or two Catholics, 
just to save their face and give a little 
colour of decency to the transaction. I 





examination paper— 


“For the situation of temporary Assist int 
Commissioner (non-legal) in the Irish Land 
Commission --all rights reserved.” 


One would have thought that an Assis- 
tant Sub-Commissioner would be required 
to know something about land, about 
cow-dung, something of the value of dif- 


‘ferent soils, and different seeds, and so 


forth ; but I find that this is what he is to 


| pass in— 


“Subjects for English composition ; Write 
34 


| an essay on ‘ Home Sickness.’ ’ 


If it had been horse sickness or swine 


fever I could have understood it; but it 
is worthy of the British Government to 
say to a man who never before earned 
thirty shillings per week, but is suddenly 
to get £700 a year, and is to stop at the 


| best hotels in the county of Dublin, that 


he is to write an essay on “ Home Sick- 
ness.” Here is another pleading in the 
alternative— 


“Write an essay on: 


‘*Tis not enough your counsel still be true; 
Blunt truths more mischief than nice false- 
hoods do.’” 


| That is a compliment to the legal trans- 


actions they carry on; and the same 
might be said in regard to the answers 
from the Treasury bench. So far for 
English composition; I now come to 
what I might call the practical part of 
the paper which these gentlemen have to 
pass— 

“Describe, with the aid of sketches, the 


construction and method of use of the box- 
sextant.” 


Heavens! what is a box-sextant 4 What 
has it got to do with the fixing of fair 
rent ? 
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. Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It has got to | the use ofthe box-sextant and hectolitres ? 
do with surveying. 'Is it upon these things that the scale 
of rents is fixed in Scotland? Having 
‘Mr. T. M. HEALY: You have got the §t these Commissioners appointed, 
Ordnance Survey maps. The Land Com- what is the next step? All the rents 
missioners have always refused to decide | Ome upon appeal ; but the Commissioners 


these questions on another survey. Here | do not visit the farms themselves, but 
is another sample— they appoint valuers. Of course, the 
| Committee would assume that the men 

“Name the permanent adjustments of the| sent down as appeal valuers would be 
theodolite, and state how they are made. | the oldest and the most experienced enced 
CR ae en | Nothing of the kind. The rents fixed by 

se P | experienced men of the Land Commission 

“Multiply 17 hectolitres 2 litres 3 deci- | are all being revised by some of the newest. 
litres by 16, and give the answer in hecto- | recruits appointed by the right hon. Gen- 
ale | tleman. Accordingly, you have the rents 
. | dealt with by old Commissioners like Mr. 
These questions are nearly all alike. Davidson, Mr. Garland, and the late Mr. 
ee Snot Sage = Byers now being fixed upon appeal by 


“Find the weight of ,’, of 111b. 60z. 6dwt. | green hands who probably had not been 


I8grs.” | @ year on the Land Commission when 
| they were appointed. And why are they 

Another question is as follows— appointed? Theso appeal valuers are 
“You are desired to write out in your own appointed not for their knowledge of 
words a précis of the following document.” land, but for their knowledge of land- 


lords. They are gentlemen who have got 
This was Mr. Gladstone’s speech intro- | the blue riband by reason of their peculiar 
ducing the Land Law (Ireland) Bill, 1881, | knowledge of the ways of office and of 
and occupied sixteen pages. But why | their special landlord tone. And who 
are these questions introduced? Here/| shifts those men? The right hon. Gentle- 
are a number of applicants for these | man says he has no power to shift any- 
posts all over the country where three-| body or transfer anyone. We have in 
fourths of it is grass land. Take the| Ireland a system of appeal whereby the 
whole of Munster, and, for anything I | litigant has justice brought home to his 
know, the whole of Connaught, and all| door by the county court judges, to 
you have to do is to ask a man, ‘‘How| whom there is a right of appeal in every 
many cows have you?” and upon that} case. Unfortunately, there is a power to 
alone you can fix a fair rent. Are these | shift the county court judges all over the 
not ridiculous requirements to ask of the| country. Supposing all our assize judges 
people in a country where farms are; had power to shift the county court 
small, and where you are dealing with | judges of Limerick, Derry, and Antrim, 
little people with eight or ten acres of | because they did not like the way in 
land, a piece of bog, and, perhaps, twoor| which these judges fixed the rents— 
three cows? What you are doing| would that be a tolerable system? 
is to find out not what they can/I will put it in this way: Suppose 
live on, but what they can starve; that your High Court, with your 
on and give the landlord two or|system of appeal from the Queen’s 
three pounds, instead of getting some | Bench Judges at the assizes, were able to 
honest man to come and make a fair, | shift the Judges about, would you tolerate 
just, and reasonable valuation. . Instead | such a system as that? These men live 
of appointing men who will take the cir-| in constant apprehension and anxiety. 
cumstances of the country into considera- | You can trace, like a geowing shadow on 
tion, you appoint these superfine gentle-| a winter's day, the variations and reduc~ 
men whose principal distinctions are that | tions that have been given. Do you 
they were able to draw a rifle upon their | think that the tenants are likely to get 
tenants, and who are more fit for work | justice when these appeal valuers have 
upon the Modder River. Is that the way | to apply themselves to their task under 
the Scotch Crofters Act was adminis-| this constant anxiety? The system is a 
tered? Does the Scotch Commission | deplorable one. We know very well that 
insist upon candidates knowing all about | Mr. Bailey was a gentleman of great 
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distinction, and he gave evidence before 
the Morley Committee, which led to the 
passing of the Act brought forward by 
the right hon. Gentleman in 1896. Mr. 
Bailey was a barrister of distinction, and 
was well known at the Irish Bar. Mr. 
Bailey was rewarded for his integrity 


and for giving evidence before the Com- | 


mittee upstairs by being taken out of the 
county of Dublin. Where have you sent 
Mr. Davidson ? 
Cavan. When he has been to Leitrim he 
will be sent to Mayo or to Connemara, 
and then probably he will be dismissed, 
and that will be the end of him. They 
will be on the look out for some little flaw 


—perhaps that he has not added up the | 
hectolitres right, or that he did not speak | 


with sufficient deference to a landlord 
witness—and then there will be no 
more Davidson, and his “ home sickness ” 
will be cured, at all events. Can you 
expect confidence in an administration 
governed by conditions like these? I do 
not intend to refer to the Chief Com- 
missioner further than to say this: I 
regard it as a very remarkable thing that 
Mr. Morrough O’Brien is never sent down | 
to the Belfast country at all, and he is 
never sent to Ulster. If I were a con- 
stituent of the Attorney General and I 
had a farm in the neighbourhood I should | 
say to the Attorney General: “ Mr. At- | 
kinson, can you please explain to me why | 
Mr. Morrough O’Brien is never allowed 
to come down here?” I will tell you’ 
why. It is because you do not want to) 
let the Protestant tenant farmers of | 
Ulster see that there is this extraordinary 


divergence of views in the fixing of these | done 
Upon the one hand you| prophesied, for I said that it would 


appeal rents. 
have a man anxious to give justice to 
the tenant, and who is 


constantly with his colleagues. I want | 


to ask another question. Rules have 
to be made under this Land Commission, 
but I never see Mr. Morrough O’Brien’s 
name appended to those rules. Is he 
never taken into consultation? There is 


{COMMONS} 


He has been sent to) 
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after all, the Irish people are not fools, 
| taking them in the main. I think they 
| have as fair an idea of getting justice as 
| any other people, and this brings me 
finally to this point. Part of the adminis- 
| tration of the Land Commission is con- 
eerned with the question of the purchase 
of land, and in the Act of the right hon. 
Gentleman, passed in 1896, Section 40, 
when an estate comes to be sold the 
matter is referred to the Land Commis- 
sion to fix the price. The Land Com- 
mission before fixing the purchase price 
always get the report of the appeal valuer, 
And you can find out easily the system 
upon which the appeal valuer fixes the rent. 
When an appeal valuer is sent down the 
tenants are never able to ascertain what 
| price has been fixed by them. I charge 
this as a matter within my own know- 
ledge—I charge upon the administration 
| of the Land Purchase Acts that the land 
valuer’s report is “cooked ” in the office 
of the Land Commission, and that prices 
are fixed by the Chief Commissioners 
which are not the purchase: price fixed by 
the valuer who was sent down to see the 
estate. I know this of my own know- 
ledge, and if I am to be contradicted I 
eall for the production of these reports. 
I ask why does it take six months after 
Judge Ross has called for the report 
upon the purchase price of an estate 
which nobody else can be got to buy, and 
when this man is sent down to make his 
report why does it take another six 
months for the Land Commission to cook 
that report and return it to Judge Ross ! 
This 40th Section under which this is 
has turned out exactly as I 
‘be used as 


a means of increasing 


differing | the price of Irish land. Here you have 


| £10,000,000 already distributed among 
| the landlords of Ireland for their estates 
| out of the Imperial Exchequer. This is 
a matter for the British taxpayer to take 
|into consideration. It is a monstrous 
_ thing that when a qualified and competent 





Mr. Justice Madden, who is a gentleman | valuer gives his opinion that an estate is 
of scrupulous fairness, and a high-minded | only worth eighteen years purchase, the 
and cultured gentleman; and I notice gentlemen sitting on the Land Com- 
that while all these other colleagues of mission, dealing with the taxpayers’ 
his are constantly allowed to sit with him money, should direct that it is worth 
alone, you never catch him alone with twenty years purchase, without having 
Mr. Morrough O’Brien. Why is that ?| seen the estate, and knowing nothing of 
You never find Mr. Morrough O’Brien the circumstances. That isa matter which 
sitting anywhere where his voice can | this Committee is entitled to take very 
exercise a preponderating effect upon the | seriously into its consideration. The 





decision of the Land Commission. But, | right hon. Gentleman has said that he 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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has no power over the Land Commission. 
I think the time is coming when we shall 
require another Select Committee to in- 
quire into the working of the Land Com- 
mission. 





Mr. G. W. BALFOUR dissented. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The right hon. 
Gentleman shakes his head, for he never 
likes Select Committees sitting. It has 
always been the case that when we 
are seeking for something to allay the 
hatred with which the British Government 
is justly regarded in Ireland, we are 
treated as if we were the worst enemies 
of the system. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that he has no power over the Land 
Commission. Is he so paralysed that in 
amatter under the 40th Section he has no 
power to call for the reports of the valuers 
and compare these with the purchase 
price fixed upon? Am I to be told 
here, when we are dealing with the 
salaries of these gentlemen, that when 
they will not do what we want them to 
do, that, forsooth, they are to turn up their 
judicial noses and tell us that they will 
not use the ordinary means of informa- 
tion which the House of Commons is 
entitled to possess? In a Select Com- 
mittee we have power to send for persons, 
Papers, and records, and we have the 
clock tower behind that. Here in this 
Committee of Supply we have the salaries 
of these gentlemen to pass, and the right 
hon. Gentleman takés refuge in the sug- 
gestion that he has no power to deal 
with them. I say that he possesses ample 
power if he cares to exercise it. He has 
the power but he has not the will. The 
fact is he has not the inclination to use his 
influence, but perhaps I can hardly blame 
him forthis, seeing that he has near him some 
twenty representatives—the descendants 
of confiscation—who naturally are averse 
to any letting in of light upon this 
system. Remember what you are dealing 
with. The Government tell us that they 
have started an Agricultural Department, 
in order to make the cows give more 
butter, and presently the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will come along and tax us to 
the extent of £50,000. You are dealing 
with little people and little rents, and a 
little relief goesalong way. The question 
whether a man’s rent is reduced by £1 or 
30s. per annum is all the world to that 
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man on a small farm. Consequently, 
upon occasions like these we feel ourselves 
compelled to criticise this administration. 
This House passes many valuable Acts for 
Ireland. The words of those Acts are all 
right, and it is only when they get across 
to Ireland that they are distorted and 
twisted. This reminds me of what Dean 
Swift said of the bishops sent to Ireland 
150 years ago. He said that the men 
appointed by his Majesty to be bishops in 
Ireland are most holy, saintly, and repu- 
table men, but as they leave London and 
pass through Hounslow all these saintly 
men have their throats cut, and are way- 
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laid by highwaymen, and the highway- 
men put on their lawn sleeves and go 
over to Ireland in their place. That is 
exactly the system of cut-throat adminis- 
tration of the Acts passed by this House. 
The Attorney General has been very 
severely criticised by the Judges in regard 
to the 40th Section. They say it is 
badly drafted, but in reply to them the 
Attorney General went down to his con- 
stituency and said— 


“Really the anxiety of these judges is 
remarkable. They talk about bad drafting, 
but this reminds me of the exquisite sensitive- 
ness of some yreat musician who, when a false 
note was struck, his ears were shocked and 
horrified,” 


If that is the complaint of the Attorney 
General in regard to his own culleagues on 
the bench, whom his own administration 
have appointed, what is our position in 
the matter, when we find the Attorney 
General is obliged to enter a protest him- 
self against his own administration ? So 
long as this system continues, and until 
something of the native spirit of kindli- 
ness and native sympathy with the 
people is introduced into our affairs, so 
long will dissatisfaction and disaffection 
continue. In order to mark our sense, 
at all events—though it is the nineteenth 
time during the last nineteen years that 
I have spoken on this Vote—of dis- 
approval of this state of things, I beg to 
move the reduction which stands in my 
name. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£1,000.”—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON : I have 
listened as I always do, and as the House 
always does, with the greatest pleasure 


3E 2 
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to the speech of the hon. and learned {is not a landlord. The hon. and learned 


Gentleman opposite. Every time he | 
rises he always contrives during the 
course of his speech to say something 
instructive. The part of his speech 
which struck me most was that in which 


he gave an indication of how he would | 


administer justice in Ireland if he had 
the opportunity. He first of all accused 


Gentleman imagined that most of these 
Sub:Commissioners are members of the 
landlords’ club, but I know that the fact 
that a man is a Sub-Commissioner or Chief 
Commissioner would certainly exclude him 
from that august body. ‘ The principal 
reason I have for venturing to obtrude 
upon the Committee for a few moments 





my right hon. friend of not using his 
influence with the Chief Commissioners in 
Ireland, and when my right hon. friend 
denied that he had any power to do so, 
the hon. and learned Gentleman said, “ I 
know what I would do if I had the 
power.” I always knew what he would 
do if he had the power, and that is one of 
the reasons I oppose him so much ever 
having the power in Ireiand. Later on 
in his speech the hon. and learned 
Gentleman gave us an indication as to 
how he would exercise that power, and it 
was very simple and ingenious. If he 
had the power of dealing with the Judges 
who happen to disagree with him in his 
views and who did not carry out his 
opinions, he would simply say to them, 
“ We will dock your salaries.” That is a 
very simple way of dealing wita the 
Judiciary, but it has never been the habit 
in this country, and I very much doubt 
whether any British Government will ever 
try to deal with the Judges of the Land 


is this. Nobody denies that the action 
| of the Land Commission in Ireland has 
| been unsatisfactory. It was felt to be so 
_by this House and the Government of 
the day, and as the result the Fry 
Commission was appointed three years 
ago. That Commission was composed of 
men of great ability and great fairness 
| of mind, capable of dealing with the sub- 
ject as well as any other set of gentle- 
men who could be found in the land. I 
suppose most Members of the House of 
Commons have read their Report. I 
think that a more instructive document 
than this Report could not well be con- 
ceived. I wish to concentrate the atten- 





tion of the Committee for a moment or 
two on the main point of this Report. I 
think I ought to have the support of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman. He is dis- 
satisfied with the action of the Land 
Commission, and says it is an unfair tri- 
bunal, and I say exactly the same. We 
are agreed on that point. 





Court or any other Judges in that way. 
The speech of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman appears to me to lend itself 
to the views I hold about the Land Com- 
mission in Ireland. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman does not believe in the justice 
of the Sub-Commissioners except in the | 
case of Mr. Davidson. In dealing with | 
the justice of the Land Commission he 
mentioned him, but I suppose that this 
gentleman largely reduced rents. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman equally dis- 
approves the action of the Chief Commis- 
sioner and the Sub-Commissioners. I 
cannot conceive therefore a more unsatis- 
factory method of dealing with the land 
question. Both the Sub and the Chief 
Commissioners are equally unreliable. I 
cannot say personally as a landlord that 
I have very great affection for either the 
Sub or the Chief Commissioner. I cannot 
fall in love with either. The landlords 
have never looked upon the Sub-Com- 
missioners or the Chief Commissioner as 
friends of theirs. [Cries of dissent.] 
Some hon. Gentleman opposite threw 
doubts on that remark, but probably he 





Colonel Saunderson. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What is your 
remedy ? 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON: That is 
exactly what I am going to point out. I 
accept the Report of the Commission as 
giving a very fair remedy for what I 
look upon as a very strange case. 
We Irish landlords do not like the Act 
of 1881. Hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
not expect us to do so. [An Hon. MEm- 
BER: Why not ?] Well, if you were a land- 
lord you would not. But we are not foolish 
enough to imagine that this House is going 
back on the legislation of that time. 
think, however, that the landlords and the 
tenants of Ireland have a perfect right to 
ask that the Act of 1881 should be carried 
out in the best and fairest way. That is 
all we ask, and I think the tenants will 
agree with us. They do not think that it 
is carried out as it ought to be. Neither 
do we. What is the observation made 
by the Commission on this point? I 
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think it is rather instructive. At page| Commissioners by the Fry Commission. 
15 the Fry Commission Report says— _| It is equally against the landlord and the 


: St .., | tenant, and the Land Commission is 
“An almost universal dissatisfaction is eta < t thane thie: f th 
expressed with regard to these appeals, a dis- | #!Taid to suggest that this 1s one of the 
satisfaction felt by some at least of the Com- | grave defects of the system of appeal. It 
missioners themselves.” is unfair to both parties. Here is an 
ae : ’ instance—and I think it is rather an inte- 
No witness, with perhaps a single excep- | resting one—given at page 17 of the Fry 
tion, spoke in defence of the existing | Commission Report— 
system. I say that the whole difficulty 
centres in the question of appeals. [An| “The investigation of the Court valuer, as 
Hon. MEMBER: Not at all. | Well, to hitherto carried on, cannot be considered an 
my mind it does, and in this way. If a| imdependent one. He generally considered 
Sub-Commissioner’sdecision satisfiestenant | {ise ONE OF tne cecision © ater care 
: 2 : ‘’ | mission as to what improvements were to be 
and landlord there is an end of it ; but if | allowed for; he admittedly accepted much on 
it displeases both, as it generally does— | the strength of the pink schedule under appeal, 


nN. MEMBER: ']__quite | 2nd he was left at liberty to determine for him- 
[An Ho [EMBER : Hear, hear !]—quite self what is a substantial difference from the 


80, at least as it very often does, an’ previous findings. A striking illustration of 
appeal is made by the tenant or the | the danger of this course of practice has 


landlord to the Chief Commissioner, | recently occurred. In thirty-one cases on one 
and very often by both. What | estate the amounts allowed for drainage in 
Seeiens then? There. ; C f the pink schedules were considerably in 

PP regi ere 1s a Uourt OF | excess of the amounts proved by the 


Appeal which is presented to the landlords | tenants at the hearing before the Sub-Commis- 
ot Ireland. What is the meaning of a sion. The cases were reheard, and in every 


Court of Appeal ? y 4] ig | case the reports of the Court valuers agreed, 
peal A Court of Appeal is as to the amount of drains, with the findings 


where you can get a judgment considered, | of the Sub-Commission ; and yet it was shown 
and if it is wrong the decision is reversed. | to the Land Commission that in every one of 
How does this Court of Appeal act? Isay| the cases the figure was wrong; for the 
itis equally unfair to the tenant and to| evidence bel been giv corms of the Irih 
the landlord. Let us imagine a tenant wend drawn in ua of the English perch aaa 
and a landlord dissatisfied with the | in every case the change from Irish into 
decision of the Land Sub-Commissioner, | English measures had been made on the ratio 
and they both appeal to the Superior "ot of linea, but of squtre menrure | Such 
Court. What happens? I believe two| evidence of the want of Siaipaisdenes in the 
valuers are sent out always. I am rather | operations of the Court valuers.” 

of that impression. What is the nature of 
the valuation? Valuation is not a science. They simply came down, at considerable 
Valuation was described in this way some | expense, I suppose, to the unfortunate 
years ago by Mr. Murrough O’Brien—and | litigants ; they went round the farm—I 
he was a Gentleman not unpopular among | don’t know that they even did that ; 
the Gentlemen opposite. ‘ Valuation, of | they looked at the pink schedule, and 
course, is not an exact science ; it is only | there is no further appeal. There is no 
an opinion based on imagination and | examination on the part of the valuers 
experience.” It is based altogether on! as to how they arrive at the valuation. 
the imagination of the man who values’ I consider that if this Act is to be fairly 
the land. I say that without imagination carried out there must be some altera- 
you would not be able to say what the | tion in the character of the Court of 
land is worth. The Sub-Commissioners | Appeal. Iam not going into the question 
go on the land, and they imagine its) now whether rents have been too much 
valuation. It is entirely an act of the| reduced or not. That is not the point. 
mind. They conceive its valuation. J say if you want to be fair to both 
They say, “This is worth so much.” Then | tenant and landlord—and if you are not 
the valuers go down acting for the Court | fair you will never have satisfaction— you 
of Appeal. They have no imagination | must have a Court of Appeal established 
whatever. They get hold of the decision | where evidence will be given in the open 
of the Court below and the schedules, | day, and where the valuers sent down by 
and they see how the  original|the Superior Court will form for them- 
valuers came to their conclusion. | selves their own opinion without seeing 
Then they simply say ditto—that is all. | what has been done by the Court below, 
That is exactly the fault found with the | and then you will have the fair opinion 
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of the men, and you will be able to 
decide which opinion is best. Otherwise 
you cannot get rid of the — 
that is going on to-day. The House an 

the country in these exciting times can- 
not be brought to conceive the position 
of those who own land in Ireland at the 
present day. There is no instance, so far 
as I am aware, in the civilised world of 
any class having been treated as the land- 
lord class of Ireland have been. On the 
supposition that you would secure peace 
in Ireland the Act was passed. The Act 
has placed a large class owning some two 
hundred millions worth of property in 
Ireland absolutely at the mercy of an 
irresponsible tribunal, against whom there 
is only the most illusory appeal. I heard 
a great deal in this House about the 
tyranny and injustice of President 
Kruger towards the Uitlanders, and I 
investigated those cases when I was in 
Johannesburg. _I certainly thought they 
were very hard indeed, but they are 
nothing compared with the way in which 


the Irish landlords have been treated. This | 


fs a country opposed to hatred and 
oppression, and I am not surprised at the 
feelings aroused in the British people at 
the tyranny exercised in that country 
over the subjects of the Queen. How is 
it with Ireland? Wedo not ask—I am 
speaking for the Irish land-owning class 
in Ireland—we do not ask for charity, or 
even mercy ; we ask for justice. What 
we say to you is this: if you think it 
well to deprive us of our property for the 
good of the State, you can do it, but un- 
less you are robbers you will compensate 
us for it. I have heard proposals made 
in this House to do away with a great 
number of the public-housesin thiscountry. 
I am not often in a public-house myself, 
but still I would not propose, and I do 
not think the House would consent to the 
idea, to turn out even a publican without 
compensation, but in Ireland the landlord 
has no friends. Their friends in this 
House are not more than fourteen or 
fifteen Members. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Come over and join us.] Then I would 
not know whom I was following. That 
would not suit me. What I want to 
know before I sit down is this, and I 
hope my right hon. friend will inform me 
—do the Government intend to take 
any action at all on the recommendations 
of the Fry Commission ? They may say 
that they have done something. Well, 


some slight alterations have been made, 
Colonel Suxunderson. 


{COMMONS} 
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but no question has been really grappled 
with or touched that the Fry Com- 
mission has recommended. If the recom- 
mendations contained in this Report were 
embodied in the rules and regulations of 
the Land Commission Court of Ireland it 
would give infinitely more satisfaction, 
At present neither landlor¢ nor tenant 
knows what will be the result. Is it fair 
in this justice-loving country to place any 
class in the position of absolute slavery } 
Let us have something to go upon which 
we can understand and count upon, 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite should join me 
in securing that tenants should have the 
right to come forward and make their 
case plain in the open day. If a fair 
Court of Appeal were granted to Ireland 
it would do much to wipe away the 
bitterness that exists in the memory. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
The right hon. and gallant Gentleman has 
said that both sides are dissatisfied with the 
Land Courts in Ireland. That is perfectly 
true, and it has been painfully manifest 
in every debate that has taken place in 
this House, but I am afraid that the infer- 
ence the right hon. Gentleman has drawn 
from the fact is hardly the one we will 
draw from it on this side of the House. 
For my part I do not look forward 
with much confidence to the action 
of any Court of Appeal that may be 
substituted for the present. I fancy that 
there is no cure, no rendering satisfactory 
the present system of fixing rents in Ire- 
land. I am sure that there is great in- 
genuity on both sides of the House, but 
I am inclined to think that both would 
fail. What inference do I draw from 
that? The inference I draw is that we 
ought to put an end to the system of 
fixing rents altogether, and go in fora 
system of compulsory purchase. For my 
own part, I have no belief in any 
permanent and radical improvement in 
the present system in Ireland. Therefore, 








I think this is a very proper occasion on 
which to urge upon gentlemen like the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman who 
has just spoken the expediency, from his 
own point of view, of taking up at once 
a different stand in this matter, to change 
his attitude towards the body to which he 
belongs, to abandon at once all hope of 
improvement in that direction by legisla- 
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tion, and to help us to achieve what I 
think must be regarded on our side as 
the only final solution of the question by 
buying out the landlords at a fair price, 
and putting the tenants in possession as 
owners. I have read from time to time 
the statements issued by the Landlords’ 


Committee in Dublin, and I cannot 
help whenever I read them feel- 
ing a certain sort of sympathy 


with the views of the gentlemen who 
believe in these statements which are 
circulated, for I see in them proof, to my 
mind at least, of incurable blindness, 
proof that they cannot recognise the 
facts, proof that they cannot see the 
proper way to go about the remedying of 
their own grievances and their own posi- 
tion. They are continually referring to 
the Act of 1881. They are continually 
finding fault with the Government for 
not appointing proper Commissioners, for 
not making proper rules for the adminis- 
tration of the Land Acts, and so on, and 
they never seem to think that it is use- 
less talking, that it is absolutely idle and 
hopeless to expect that legislation will go 
back, that it is equally idle and hopeless 
to expect any rules to be made which will 
be satisfactory to both parties, or, per- 
haps, even to one party. They never 
seem to think of the real remedy for the 
whole of this position. They never seem 
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prejudices and the anger of the land- 
lords, can discharge their duty in 
the way the country and the public 
expect them to do it? I do not care 
what Government is in power, whether 
it be Liberal, or Tory as we have at pre- 
sent, Dublin Castle, at all events, is ruled 
by the landlords of Ireland in every Ad- 
ministration, and the people have no 
concern with Dublin Castle. They are 
not appointed to any office in the govern- 
ment of the Castle—anyone who takes 
office in the government of the Castle no 
longer belongs to the people—and the re- 
sult of all this is that the people see men 
appointed by the Liberal or Tory 
Governinent, and they are convinced, 
whether they are right or wrong, that 
these men are acting in accordance with 
the views of the landlords of Ireland, who 
direct the policy of Dublin Castle. I say 
it is not just to the men themselves, it is 
not just to the people of Ireland, and it 
is not just to the Government of the 
country. These men should be put in a 
permanent position, and enabled, therefore, 
to discharge their duties without fear, 
favour, or affection. The answer to 
that always is that it would cost a 
great deal of money. I am_ not 
sure of the exact amount, but the 
nation which is ready to spend any num- 
ber of millions on ships and on wars for 


to think that there is only one remedy | defending the rights of Uitlanders in the 


for the whole thing, and that is to| Transvaal objects 
| million of money—-that is a gross exag- 


clear out of the land the present 
owners at a fair price, and put the 
tenants into possession as owners. 
That is my remedy, at all events, for the 
situation, and now I would like to makea 
few remarks on the subjects touched upon 
already. There are two complaints made, 
as I understand, on behalf of the tenantry 
of Ireland. The first is as to the Com- 
missioners. I allude particularly to the 
lay Commissioners, occupying, as_ re- 
gards the greater number of them, 
merely temporary posts. They are only 
appointed for a definite time. Is that 
fair to these men themselves? They 
are engaged in a judicial duty. They 
are supposed to perform tiat duty 
without fear, favour, or affection. They 
are supposed to be absolutely indifferent 
to the views of the tenants, and to 
the views and prejudices of the land- 
lords. I ask, is it possible to conceive 
that these men, placed in a temporary 
position of this kind, dealing with 
property in a way which excites the 





to spend even a 


geration—for the purpose of obtaining a 
just administration of the law, and of in- 
spiring confidence in the administration 
of the law. Another complaint we make 
is that these men are all selected practi- 
cally from the class that sympathises 
with the landlords of Ireland. It is my 
own experience. I do not like to speak 
of any particular Sub-Commissioner. I 
do not think it would be fair. I have ap- 

eared before these Sub-Commissioners on 
behalf of tenants, and no client of mine 
ever felt that he had in the tribunal 
before him a friend. He always thought 
of him, on the contrary, as an enemy, 
and he could not help feeling that the 
Sub-Commissioner was amenable to in- 
fluences by which he ought not to be 
guided. In 1883, shortly after the passing 
of the Land Act, a Committee of the House 
of Lords was appointed to investigate the 
proceedings of the Land Commission. 
I do not know on whose motion the Com- 
mittee was appointed, but Commissioner 
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after Commissioner was dragged before 
that body of the House of Lords, cross- 
examined and intimidated, and the result 
was that for two or three years after that, 
instead of the decisions which had been 
given before, marked by considerable 
reductions in the rents of the tenants, the 
decisions were of quite the opposite 
character, until in 1887 a Unionist 
Government was actually obliged to bring 
in a Bill by which the rents were to be 
reduced before the fifteen years had ex- 
pired which had been fixed two or three 
years before. When the people of Ireland 
see things of this sort going on, influenced 
by public meetings on one occasion and 
influenced by the House of Lords on an- 
other, they cannot feel confidence in this 
Commission, and I think they are perfectly 
right. I fancy now that they will have 
less confidence than ever in the character 
of the men appointed. We have recently 
been told by the Solicitor General of 
England, in a remarkable speech at Dublin, 
that he has entered the Government 
for the purpose of influencing the 
Government in the direction of the 
views of the landlords of Ireland. 
He said that he had not _ been 
muzzled, and that he and Lord London- 
derry—or at any rate he spoke for him- 
self—had entered the Government with 
the full knowledge of the Government of 
what they had been doing for the last few 
years in the way of championing the 
rights of the landlords, and, furthermore, 
that it was with the view of giving effect 
to the views of the landlords of Ireland 
that he had accepted office. I do not 
know whether that statement was meant 
in all seriousness ; time will show. But 
I will take his words as_ seriously 
meant—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
really fail to see what this has to do with 
the Vote under discussion. 


Mr. CLANCY: I think I will be able 
to show you that it has a great deal to do 
with it. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I cannot permit 
matters of that kind to be discussed ; they 
are not relevant. 


Mr. CLANCY: My argument was 
that the position of these Commissioners 


Mr. Clancy. 
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was already such as to inspire universal 
want of confidence on the part of the 
people of Ireland in their judgments, and 
after recent events, to which [ will not 
more particularly allude, the feeling of 
dissatisfaction and want of confidence will 
bemore justified than ever if the right hon. 
Gentleman to whom I was referring spoke 
the truth at the Trinity College election. 
The right hon. and gallant Gentleman has 
urged the Chief Secretary to make fresh 
rules or to bring forward fresh legisla- 
tion. I do not know what answer the 
right hon. Gentleman intends to give. If 
he decides to bring forward a Landlord 
Bill he will be in a rather ticklish situa- 
tion, because the ground upon which 
legislation is demanded is the Report of 
the Fry Commission, and the Fry Com- 
mission reported in the most distinct 
terms that the landlords had not been 
injured by the action of the Land Com- 
mission. On the other hand, if the right 
hon. Gentleman sits tight, as the phrase 
goes, and does nothing, the trouble will 
grow. My advice is that he should 
seriously consider whether he ought not 
to strive to put an end to the whole situa- 
tion in Ireland caused by the landlords, in 
the only way in which it can finally be 
brought to an end, and that is by the 
introduction of a Bill for the com- 
pulsory purchase of every acre of land in 
Ireland. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : I suppose there 
is hardly a statement which has been 
made on this subject of the Land Com- 
mission on the one side of the House to 
which a flat contradiction might not be 
discovered in the utterances on the other 
side of the House. For instance, the hon. 
Member who has just sat down has 
assured us that the Assistant Commis- 
sioners are all selected from the class 
which sympathises with the landlords, 
but he must be aware that precisely the 
opposite contention is put forward by my 
right hon. friend from Ireland who sits 
on this side of the House, and I noticed 
not very long ago that Dr. Traill, who 
was himself a member of the Fry Com- 
mission, asked— 


“Can anything be more monstrous than that 
the bulk of the rents in Ireland should be fixed 





by the tenant farmers themselves without 
there being any control over them ?” 
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This contradiction is typical of the views 
which are held both as to the position 
and as to the action of the Land Commis- 
sion by those who are respectively 
interested on the one side or the other of 
the question. Personally, I do not think 
I am especially concerned to defend the 
legislation of 1881. I am fully sensible 
of the defects of that legislation, and, 
though it fell to me to pass a Land Act 
based upon the legislation of 1881, I do 
not think if I had had a clean sheet I 
should have taken that particular line as 
a solution of the question. However, I 
had no choice in the matter ; the Act of 
1881 was there, and we were obliged to 
build on the foundation we found ready 
to our hands. A variety of criticisms 
have been passed upon the action of the 
Land Commission and of the Government 
in connection with the Land Commis- 
sion. The hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth began by referring to a 
resolution passed by the South Antrim 
District Council. He proceeded for some 
little time before he quoted any portion 
of the resolution, and when he did quote 
the resolution it contained a distinctly 
partisan statement on the part of the Rural 
District Council of South Antrim. If it 
be true that the Rural District Council 
passed a resolution against the removal 
of Mr. Davidson, I think it would have 
been wise and prudent on their part to 
refrain from any partisan statement. If 
it be true that the Rural District Council 
of South Antrim, having this strong bias 
on the side of the tenants, petitioned in 
favour of the retention of Mr. Davidson, 
Iam bound to say that that appears to 
me pro tanto an argument in favour of 
removing him. As to this question of 
the transfer of Assistant Commissioners 
from one district to another, I repeat that 
that question is one which in no way con- 
cerns the Executive Government. Jt is 
the duty of the Executive Government to 
appoint Commissioners, and it might 
become their duty to remove a commis- 
sioner ; but we have absolutely nothing 
whatever to do with the transfer 
of Commissioners from one district 
to another. That transfer is effected 
by the Land Commission, and the Land 
Commission do not consider themselves 
bound to state either to the Assistant 
Commissioners themselves or to the 
Executive Government the reasons which 
may have actuated them in their 
decisions. But that an Assistant Com- 
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missioner is transferred from one par- 
ticular district to another is in no way a 
reflection upon the Assistant Commissioner 
so transferred. There may be many 
reasons for transferring him which are in 
no way to his discredit. With regard to 
Mr. Davidson himself, I have no reason to 
believe that there was any question what- 
ever as to his competence. I cannot help 
thinking it isa pity that the hon. and 
learned Member for North Louth should 
be so very fond of imputing motives of a 
base and contemptible character. The 
hon. and learned Member was not 
ashamed to say that the transference of 
Mr. Davidson some time ago was carried 
out as a punishment for the evidence given 
by him before the House of Commons 
Committee, and exactly in the same spirit 
he referred to Mr. Morrough O’Brien not 
being sent to the North of Ireland. Why 
the hon. and learned Member should 
assume that there must be some sinister 
motive behind the fact, if it be a fact, I 
am totally unable to see. I have the 
greatest possible respect for the very 
great Parliamentary abilities of the hon. 
and learned Member, but I do think he 
would do more credit and justice to 
those abilities if he would abstain from 
imputing motives. The hon. and learned 
Member then says to the Executive 
Government, “You say you have 
no power. If I was in your posi- 
tion I should have power, because I 
should insist on having power.” What 
does the hon. and learned Member mean ? 
He must mean that, as we have the 
power to remove the Assistant Commis- 
sioners, therefore we have the power to 
interfere in the arrangements by which 
they are transferred from one post to 
another. As a matter of fact we have no 
such power. I should be the last man in 
the world to desire to interfere in any 
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way with the arrangements of the 
Commissioners. I remember when this 


Government first came into office Ireceived 
a severe censure from the hon. and learned 
Member himself because I ventured to 
make some communication to Mr. Justice 
Bewley on the subject of the possibility 
of postponing decisions in cases of appeals 
for fixing seeond-term rents until the 
Land Act had been introduced. I was 
severely called to task for that by the 
hon. and learned Member, who declared 
that it was an outrageous thing that the 
Executive should dream of interfering to 
that extent with a person ina judicial 
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Fosition. 
learned Member is to-night suggesting I 
should do beyond interfering with the 
action of a judicial body ? It appears to me 
that the line taken by the hon. and learned 


Supply— 


Member.on that occasion isaltogether incon- | 
sistent with the line he has taken to-night, | 
He next proceeded to criticise the manner | 
in which the Assistant Commissioners | 
are appointed, and he made some excel- | 


lent fun of the examination to which 
they are now subject. 
that it is a subject which at first sight 
lends itself to that kind of treatment of 
which the hon. and learned Member is a 
master. But what are the real facts of 
the case? Until a short time ago the 
Assistant Commissioners were all nomi- 


nated by the Lord Lieutenant, and the | 
Lord Lieutenant had to satisfy himself | 
that the gentlemen so appointed were | 


competent for the office. Exactly the 
same care and trouble in making nomi- 


nations for examination is taken now as. 


before, and the examination is but an 
additional security that these gentlemen 


are fit for the duties they have to perform. | 


What are the subjects of examination ? 
They are English composition and précis 
writing. Reduced to its proper propor- 
tions, all the candidates are required to 
do at the examination is to show their 
efficiency in those two subjects, and that 
is not very ridiculous after all. Over 
and above that they have to prove their 
competence in some way. It is desirable 
—-and I think the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, despite his many excellent jokes, 
will recognise that it is desirable—that 
these gentlemen should possess some 
knowledge of surveying, and I cannot 
think that the questions which he ridi- 
culed are really inappropriate questions 
in an examination paper on surveying. 

The other two subjects are arithmetic 
and agriculture. The hon. and learned 
Member did not refer to the fact that 
they were examined in agriculture at all. 

But, after all, all it comes to is this. In 
addition to other precautions, we have 
now superadded the condition that candi 

dates shall satisfactorily pass examinations 
in these subjects. When I say “we,” I 
think I ought to say, the Commissioners ; 
it is not the Executive Government ; it 
is the Land Commissioners themselves. | 
Then the hon. and learned Gentleman 
discussed the question of the appeal | 
valuers, and he said that the appeal | 
valuers are drawn from the newest | 


Mr. G. W. Balfour. 
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But what is it the hon. and | 
learned Gentleman had for making that 


I quite admit | 
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statement I do not know. I have always 
understood, and I believe, that the appeal 
valuers are the most experienced and the 
ablest Assistant Commissioners in the 
service of the Land Commission. They 
are chosen for their special skill, and 
practically they form a separate body 
from the other Commissioners. One 
other matter I ought to refer to before I 
leave the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member. He stated that, in the admini- 
stration of Section 40, tenants are never 
| allowed to see the purchase price which 
,is fixed by the valuers. The valuers do 
| not fix the purchase price at all ; all they 
have to do is to put it before the Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: They have to 
value the property. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: But it is for 
the Commissioners to decide what the 
price shall be which they are to declare 
to be fair. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask what 
is the distinction between the ‘ value” 
and the “ price ” ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: What the 
Commissioners have to fix is the price. 
It is exactly the same as the fixing of the 
fair rent. It is the Land Commissioners 
who fix the price just as they fix the fair 
rent. Now I come to the speech of the 
right hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh—— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: First of all, may 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman what 
explanation he gives of the appointment 
of Mr. Sydney Smith ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I believe Mr. 
Sydney Smith was appointed after exam- 
ination. I cannot charge my memory 
with the exact circumstances under 
which he was appointed, but I believe 
that is correct. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it the fact 
that he shot two tenants 4 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I never heard 
of that circumstance before ; of course it 
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is open to the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man to put a question on the subject in 
the House. Now I come to the speech 
of the right hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh. My right hon. and 
gallant friend thinks that the whole diffi- 
culty of fixing rents rests on the ques- 
tion of appeal. I think he said that the 
appeal valuers simply said “ditto” to the 
Sub-Commissioners. What authority has 
my right hon. and gallant friend for 
saying that ? What authority has he for 
saying that if the general results brought 
out by particular valuers correspond 
closely with the finding of the Assistant 
Commissioners, that is proof that the 
latter simply take the figures of the 
fornir ? 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON: I was re- 
ferring not to the present experience, but 
to the experience of the Fry Commission 
as stated in their Report. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That is not 
what is stated in the Report of the Fry 
Commission. The Fry Commission Re- 
port states that the valuer often arrives 
at the same result, but that is a very 
different thing from saying that the one 
says “ditto” to the other. They act 
under totally different certificates. As I 
have already stated, the valuers are, I 
believe, the best and most experienced of 
all the Commissioners, and if they, in any 
individual cases, do say “ ditto” to the 
Assistant Commissioners, I should say 
that that is in itself primd facie evidence 
that the valuation is right. Then the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman says 
that there is nothing to show how 
these appeal valuers arrive at their 
decisions. Well, they have to make a 
report, with a schedule, and they have to 
fill up in that schedule the facts on which 
they come to their decision. The right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman says that the 
appeal valuers ought to make their 
valuation without seeing the valuation of 
the Sub-Commissioners. That is a view 
which I believe was expressed by the Fry 
Commission, but it is not the view taken 
by the Court of Appeal in Ireland. In 
fact, I am bound to say that, on the whole, 
I think the valuers on appeal are likely 
to come to a more corrrect decision if 
they have before them the decision of the 
Assistant Commissioners. The right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman asked why the 
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Government did not make any alterations 
in accordance with the recommendations 
of the Fry Commissioners. I think that 
a great many of the changes that have 
been already made in the procedure of the 
Land Commissioners have been made in 
consequence of the Report of the Fry 
Commission; but there were other 
recommendations made by the Fry Com- 
missioners which have not been adopted ; 
and I am bound to say, speaking for 
myself, that I think the Land Com- 
missioners acted wisely in declining to 
adopt them, especially those which could 
not have been adopted without legislation. 
Does my right hon. and gallant friend 
seriously recommend the Government to 
bring in another Land Bill in order to 
enable or compel the Land Commissioners 
to adopt those recommendations of the 
Fry Commission which require legislative 
sanction? Perhaps the experience of my 
right hon. and gallant friend with reference 
to previous Land Bills was such as to in- 
duce him to desire to see another Bill 
introduced ; but I trust he will be content 
with things as they are, and not ask for 
fresh legislation making further changes 
in the land laws of Ireland. But, Sir, 
with regard to those matters in which a 
change might be made by the Land Com- 
missioners consistently with the Report 
of the Land Commissioners, it may be 
well that I should call attention to one or 
two of them. Some of them have, I 
think, been already referred to in the 
course of this discussion. One was with 
regard to a satisfactory definition of “ fair 
rent,” and I am bound to say that that is 
a matter that does require consideration. 
Then with regard to the instructions 
that ought to be issued by the Com- 
missioners. It appears to me that the 
Assistant Commissioners are really in the 
position of judges of an inferior court, and 
that they may safely be left to shape 
their decisions in accordance with those 
of the Land Commissioners themselves. 
Then another recommendation, which was 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman who 
last spoke, was that all the Assistant Com- 
missioners and Court valuers should be 
permanent officials, able to devote the 
whole of their time to the work. Really 
that is a question of administration, which 
depends on the fluctuations in the work of 
the Commissioners. In 1881 the number 
of Assistant Commissioners was 8 ; in 1890 
it was 68; in the following year it was 
reduced to 20; in the next year to 16; 
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in 1896 it went down again to 8; and in| 
the present year it is 94. Inthe face of | 
these figures, to ask that these gentlemen | 
should have permanent appointments, | 
seems to me little shortof grotesque. I will | 
refer to one other recommendation of the | 
Fry Commission which has not been | | 
adopted by the Land Commissioners. In | 
the 5th Schedule, paragraph 5, the Fry | 
Commission recommended that an occupa. | 
tion interest should be taken into account. 
I personally believe that if that had been | 
adopted it would have been directly con- | 

- trary to and inconsistent with the pro-| 
visions of the Act of 1881. It may seem, 
perhaps, bold on my part to oppose myself 
In questions involving the interpretation | 
of the law to the opinion of a Commission 
presided over by a former Lord Justice | 
of Appeal, but the opinions expressed by | 
this Commission have been brought 
before the Court of Appeal in) 
Ireland, and the opinions of that 
Court on points of law have been 
contrary to those expressed by the Fry | 
Commission. Sir, I do not know that 
I need say very much more. What I have 
already said will show the Committee the 
exceptional difficulty of the position in 
which the Commissioners are placed and 
the difficult task that is put before them. 
If there were any satisfactory way out of 
the position in which we now find our- 
selves, it would be eminently desirable to 
take it. Iam sorry to say that I do not 
see in any scheme of compulsory purchase 
a way out of the difficulty—I wish I did. 
As it is I am afraid we must just bear our 
evils as best we may. But in the 
interests of the landlords I do venture to 
suggest to my right hon. and gallant 
friend that he should not press for further 
legislation on this subject. 


Supply— 


| 





Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
venture to say that, as regards the 
greatest portion of the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, he has laid down 
a doctrine which is quite new and quite 
unconstitutional. He has laid down that 
it is no part of his function, sitting here 
as he does to defend the Land Commis- 
sion, to enter into the importan‘ and vital 
question of the manner in which they are 
discharging their duties, and he bases that 
on the ground that he has no control over 
the Land Commission in this matter. I 
ask, what have we been doing in discus- 
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Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


1404 


sing this Land Commission Vote? Are 
we not here to criticise and condemn, and, 
if necessary, to exercise some punitive 
function in respect to the conduct of this 
| body? What the right hon. Gentleman 
Says might be a very good reply if we 
were raising this question on the Vote of 
the salary “of the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. But we are not on this Vote 
criticising his action as Chief Secretary ; 

| we are attacking the Irish Land Com- 
mission in the discharge of their admini- 
strative duties, and the: right hon. Gentle- 
man, when he rises to answer our 
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| criticisms, I presume is undertaking to 


defend their action. Now, he has entered 
on the defence either with or without 


_knowledge, and I for my part cannot 


understand the position of the right hon. 
Gentleman in this respect. He has not 


ventured to allege that we are not within 


our rights in raising this question; 
he does not allege that it is not 
within our competence to make the com- 
plaints we have made. The only answer 
he makes is that he is not himself 
personally responsible for them. I submit 
that he is here to answer for the Land 
Commission so far as that Commission is 
an administrative body and drawing 
money from the State for carrying out 
their administrative duties; and it is 
certainly a very strange thing, and, I 
submit, an unconstitutional doctrine, for 
the right hon. Gentleman to lay down 
that it is none of his business to inquire 
as to how their duties are discharged by 
the body we are here to criticise. But 
the right hon. Gentleman, I am sorry to 
say, did not content himself with that 
novel and unconstitutional view. He laid 
down a doctrine, with regard to the 
removal of Mr. Davidson, the full effect of 
which I think he could not have con- 
sidered, otherwise his words would bear 
a very sinister construction. He says 
that the fact that the District Council 
protested against the removal of Mr. 
Davidson was primd facie justification of 
the action of tne Commission. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: What I said 
was that this body in their resolution 
passed criticisms on the action of the 
Land Commission which showed a bias in 
favour of one party, namely, the tenants, 
and that the fact that the resolution 
showed that bias deprived it of any value 
one way or the other. 
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Mr. MAURICE HEALY: This Irish 
local body was not at all going out of its 


way to criticise the action of the Land Com- | 


missioners or the Sub-Commissioners. It 
was the Land Commission which went 
out of its way in a high-handed and un- 
justifiable manner to remove Mr Davidson 
from a position in which he was fulfilling 
his duties satisfactorily. The resolution 
of this local body was not in any way 
extreme or biassed. The truth is, the 
Land Commission have not given the right 
hon. Gentleman, who has to reply to 
attacks upon them, the whole cf the facts, 
and I hope that he will reconsider his 
words. Ido not intend to go over the 
ground which has been already covered 
from these benches ; but I wish to bring 
before the Chief Secretary some points in 
connection with the Land Commission 
which have not yet been dealt with. The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that there 
is no view which could be brought forward 
as matter of charge or allegation against 
the Land Commissioners on one side of 
the House which could not be flatly 
contradicted from the other. Iam going 
to mention matters in which I undertake 
to tell the right hon. Gentleman both 
sides of the House will combine against 
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| delays which attach to every branch of 
| their proceedings. And surely this is a 
matter which is part of the responsibility 
of the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Government. The unhappy litigant who 
embarks on an appeal to the Commission 
never knows how long it may be before 
his case is disposed of. In the bulk of 
the fair-rent cases remaining untried in 
county Cork the unfortunate tenants 
entered their cases two to two and a half 
years ago. I ask, is there any Court 
in the world that has such a record as 
that ? The Court of Chancery has a bad 
name for the conduct of its business, but 
‘the Court of Chancery is a model of 
| expedition compared with the Irish Land 
Courts. Then I pass to the question of 
appeals. Here, of course, there may be 
something to be said in excuse of the 
delay. There are only three Land Com- 
missioners, and three men cannot do the 
work of twenty; still, some method 
ought to be found of compassing this part 
of the work. This is a matter affecting 
the peace of the country, and the right 
hon. Gentleman, as the chief governor of 
| the country, is bound to see that justice 
is effective and expeditious. I do hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman will devote 
| himself to this question of the appalling 
| delays in the Irish Land Commission. 


Civil Service Estimates. 





this body. Among many vices which | 


may be urged against the members of the 
Land Commission there is one vice which 


-affects all their decisions, and in an | 


eminent degree, and that is, the appalling 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 75 ; 
| Noes, 104. (Division List No. 138.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. ; Doogan, P. C. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


| Fenwick, Charles 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


oD 


| Ffrench, Peter 
| Field, William 


| Gibney, James 
Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston | 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 
Commins, Andrew 
Crean, Eugene | 
Crilly, Daniel 


Hayne, Rt. Hn 


| Engledew, Charles John 


| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


| Gilhooly, James 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Hammond, John (Carlow) 
| Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

. Charles Seale- | 
| Hazell, Walter 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | Healy, Maurice (Cork) 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


Kilbride, Denis 


Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A. (Qn’s C. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim,E.) 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morris, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 


(Dublin) 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
| O’Connor, J.(Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 








Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) | Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) | O'Dowd, John 
| Healy, Timothy M.(N.Louth) | Oldroyd, Mark 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. | O’Matley, William 


Daly, James 
| Horniman, Frederick John 


Dillon, John 
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Adjournment of 


Parnell, John Howard 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 


Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour,Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Barry, SirFrancis T.( Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H (Bristol) 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward : 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasg’w) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 


Denny, Colonel 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- | 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


| 
It being after Midnight, the Chairman | 


House. 


Resolutions to be reported mal 


Monday next; Committee 
upon Monday next. 


{COMMONS} 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


NOES. 


| Goldsworthy, Major-General 


Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 


Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hun. Ronald 


Hamilton, RtHon. LordGeor ge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 


| Helder, Augustus 


Houston, R. P. 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
_ Patrick O’Brien. 


Pollock, Harry Fredk. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Round, James 


Jackson, Rt. Hon.Wm.Lawies | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Keswick, William 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 


| Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea,Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Rt. HnWalter(Liverpool | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray,Rt HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Hbt. Pike (Darlington) 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick | 
Plunkett, Rt. HnHoraceCurzon 


to sit again | 


Sidebottom, William(Derbys.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks,) 
Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Max well, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur .. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 


Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong - 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That the Select Committee 
left the Chair to make his Report to the | °” the Sea Fisheries Bill have power to 
| send for Persons, Papers, and Records.— 
| (Captain Sinclair.) 


moat g wets 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve of the Clock till 
Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 
Monday, 28th May, 1900. CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Leave given to the Joint Committee 


not to sit again until Thursday, the 21st 

re | of June, at half-past Eleven o’clock. 
The Lor CHANCELLOR acquainted 

the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
ments had laid upon the Table the) The CHAIRMAN oF COMMITTEES in- 
Certificates from the Examiners that the , formed the House, That the opposition to 
further Standing Orders applicable to the the Bill was withdrawn. The Order made 
following Bills have been complied with: on the Ist instant discharged, and Bill 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement. committed. 
Charing Cross and Strand Electricity 
Supply. BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 
ERRATUM. 





The following Question and Answer, on the 28th May, have been omitted in 
the text :— 

CARDIFF BREWSTER SESSIONS. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea District): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether he is aware that at a meeting of the Justices 
of the Peace for. the county borough of Cardiff, held on the 11th August, 1899, for 
the purpose of electing the licensing committee for the then forthcoming brewster 
sessions, Mr. T. W. Lewis, the stipendiary magistrate, read Section 60 of the 
Licensing Act, 1872, and stated that he did so in accordance with his previous 
practice in order to remind the Justices of the existing law; and, whether, seeing 
that after that statement certain Justices for the said county borough interested in 
the sale of intoxicating liquors took part in the subsequent voting for the election of 
the licensing committee, he proposes to take any action in the matter. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuitrr Ripiery, Lancashire, Blackpoo!): I have made inquiry, and understand that 
a correspondence took place last autumn between the stipendiary magistrate and the 
Lord Chancellor on this subject. Under these circumstances I do not propose to 
take any action. 


Voramons Amendment considered, and GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
agreed to. [H.L.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


CORK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST ith Amend ts. 
RAILWAY BILL (1.1. iit hain 


BILL (W.1.). “Ways AND HARBOURS BILL [H.L.]. 
CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [u.1.}. | 
| GWYRFAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 


DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH _ |! SATE CO I iB 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [u.t.}. MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
agreed to. WATER BILL [u.1.]}. 
VOL. LXXXIII. [Fourtn Series. ] 3 F 
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MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL. | 
WAY BILL [1.1]. 
Read 34, and passed, and sent to the | 
Commons. 


SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 
(H.L. ]. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
5th of April last that the Bill be not 
further proceeded with be discharged, 
and that the Bill be re-committed (The 
Earl Brownlow); agreed to; and Bill 
re-committed accordingly. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [H.L.]. 

NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL [#.L.] 
Moved, That Standing Order No. 143 

be dispensed with in respect of the said 

Bills; agreed to; Bills read 3° accord- 

ingly, and passed, and sent to the Com- 

mons. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL- 
ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (IM- 
PROVEMENTS) BILL. 
ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. 


' Brought from the Commons; read 14; | 
and referred to the Examiners. 
GOVERNMENTS STOCK AND OTHER 

SECURITIES INVESTMENT COM- 
PANY BILL [#1]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT 
WATER TRUST BILL. 


{LORDS} 
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Business. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz.:— ~~ 

E. Lichfield, 

L. Ribblesdale (chairman), 

L. Clanwilliam (£. Clanwilliam), 

L. Hylton, 

L. Hare (£. Listowel) ; 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Wednesday, the 20th of June, at Eleven 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 


| praying to be heard by counsel against 


the Bills to be heard as desired, as also. 
counsel for the Bills. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the 
time for depositing petitions praying to 
be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, which would 
otherwise expire during the adjournment 
of the House at Whitsuntide, be extended 
to the first day on which the House shall 
sit after the recess. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [H.L. 1]. 

House in Committee (according to 

Order). Amendments made. Standing 

Committee negatived. The Reports of 


, Amendments to be received on Monday, 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. | 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 


LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 


18th June next. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). Bill reported without amendment. 


Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3 on Monday, 18th June 


| next. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 


ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [# L.}. 


ACT, 1870. 


Report by the Board of Trade as to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | dispensing with the consents of certain 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [#.1.]. 


local and road authorities in the case of 


Amendments reported (according to | the Wath-upon-Dearne and District Gas 
Order). Bills to be read 3¢ on Monday, | Provisional Order. 


18th June next. | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2431. Germany (Hamburg and 
District). | 

No. 2432. China (Wuchow). 

No. 2433. United States (Philadelphia). | 

No. 2434. China (Foochow). | 

No. 2435. France (Nice and District). 


AFRICA, No. 5 (1900). 
Convention for the preservation of wild 
animals, birds, and fish in Africa ; signed 
at London, 19th May, 1900. 


WAR RELIEF FUNDS COMMITTEE. 

Treasury Minute, dated 17th February, 
1900, relative to the appointment of a 
Committee to consider, with the assist- 
ance of the managers of the various 
charitable funds available for the relief of 
persons who have served or are serving 
in the field, or of the families of such 
persons, how these funds may be distri- 
buted with the least waste and to the 
best advantage of those for whom they 
were intended ; together with the report | 
of the Committee, dated 28th May, 1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

General Orders for the* regulation of 
proceedings under and in pursuance of 
the; made by the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of the House of Lords and the 
Chairman of Ways and Means in the | 
House of Commons, acting jointly with | 
the Secretary for Scotland. | 


ETC., WORKS REGULATION | 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 
Thirty-sixth Annual Report on Alkali, | 
etc., Works, by the Chief Inspector ; pro- | 
ceedings during the year 1899 ; presented | 
to the Local Government Board and to | 
the Secretary for Scotland. 


ALKALI, 


PROCEDURE | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 
Part I. Orders under Section 57 of 


the Act, as confirmed by the Local 
| Government 
County and County Borough Councils :— 


Board, of the following. 


1. Bath (County Borough), for 
uniting the parishes comprised within 
the city of Bath to form the parish of 
Bath. 

2. Bedford, for abolishing the rural 
district of Woburn, and transferring: 
the parishes comprised therein to the 
rural districts of Ampthill and Eaton 
Bray. 

3. Berks, for uniting the parishes of 
Seacourt and Wytham to form the 
parish of Wytham. 

4. Berks, for uniting the parishes of 
Radley, Bagley Wood, and Chandlings, 
to form the parish of Radley. 

5. Cambridge, for uniting the par- 
ishes comprised within the borough and 
poor law union of Cambridge to form 
the parish of Cambridge. 

6. Chester, for uniting the parishes 
of Alvaston and Beamheath in Alvaston 
and Worleston to form the parish of 
Worleston. 


7. Chester, for the conversion of a 
portion of the parish of Hale into the 
Hale Urban District, and dividing the 
parish of Hale invo the parishes of Hale 
and Ringway. 

8. Cornwall, for the conversion of 
parts of the parishes of Stratton and 
Poughill into the Stratton and Bude 
Urban District, and altering the areas 
of the parishes of Stratton and 
Poughill (constituting the parish of 
Stratton and Bude). 

9. Cornwall and Devon, for the con- 
version of a portion of the parish of 
Holsworthy into the Holsworthy Urban 
District, and dividing the parish of 
Holsworthy into the parishes of Hols- 
worthy and Holsworthy Hamlets. 


10. Coventry (County Borough), for 
uniting the parishes comprised within 
the county borough of Coventry to 
form the parish of Coventry. 

3 F 2 
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Returns, 


11. Cumberland, for transferring | 
part of the old township of Keswick | 
from the Keswick Urban District to | 
the Cockermouth Rural District and | 
uniting the same to the township of 
Saint John’s Castlerigg and Wythburn. 

12. Denbigh, for transferring part of | 
the parish of Cefn to the parish of, 
Pen-y-cae. 


13. Devon, for dividing the parish of | 


Saint Budeaux into the parishes Saint 
Budeaux and Weston Peverell. 

14. Essex, for the conversion of the 
parish of Loughton into the Loughton 
Urban District. 

15. Essex, for uniting the parish of 


East Ham and Little [lford to form ' 


the parish of East Ham. 

16. . ssex, for transferring a certain 
area fm the Wanstead Urban District 
to the Leyton Urban District. 


17. Essex, for uniting the parishes 
of Romford (Urban) and Romford 
(Rural) to form the parish of Romford 
and the new urban district of Romford. 


18. Flint, for unitinganarea formerly 
part of the parish of Abergele with 
the parish of Rhyl. 

19. Isle of Wight, for adding por- 
tions of the parish of Brading to the 
parish and urban districtof Saint Helens. 


20. Kent, for adding portions of the 
parish of Herne to the parish and urban 
district of Herne Bay. 


21. Kent, for the conversion of the 
parish of Chislehurst into the Chisle- 
hurst Urban District. 

22. Lancaster, for the conversion of 
the parish of Thornton into the Thorn- 
ton Urban District. 

23. Lancaster, for the conversion of 
the township of Poulton-le-Fylde into 
the Poulton-le-Fylde Urban District. 


24. Lancaster, for the conversion of | 
the township of Precsall-with-Hackin- 
sall into the Precsall-with-Hackinsall 
Urban District. 

25. Lincoln (Parts of Holland), for | 
transferring parts of the parish of Bos- | 
ton to the parishes of Fishtoft and 
Skirbeck. | 

26. Middlesex, for the conversion of 
the parish of Kingsbury into the Kings- 
‘bury Urban District. | 


{LORDS} 
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27. Montgomery, for uniting the 
parishes of Pool Lower Division, Pool 
Middle Division, and Pool Upper Divi- 
sion to form the parish of Welshpool. 

28. Northumberland, for transferring 
part of the parish of North Seaton to 
the parish of Hirst, and from the Mor- 
peth Rural District to the Ashington 
Urban- District. 

29. Nottingham, for defining the 
boundaries of the parishes of Caythorpe, 
Gunthorpe, and Lowdham, in the 
Southwell Union. 


30. Nottingham, for uniting the 
parish of Budby and part of the parish 
of Edwinstow with the parish of Perle- 
thorpe, to form the parish of Perle- 
thorpe-cum-Budby. 

31. Salop, for the conversion of part 
of the parish of Church Stretton into the 
Church Stretton Urban District, and 
dividing the parish of Church Stretton 
into the parishes of Church Stretton, 
All Stretton, and Little Stretton. 

32. Salop, for the conversion of part 
of the parish of Wem into the Wem 
Urban District, and dividing the parish 
of Wem into the paristes of Wem 
Urban and Wem Rural. 

33. Stafford, for transferring part of 
the parish of Chell from the Wolstanton 
Rural District to the Tunstall Urban 
District and the parish of Tunstall. 

34. Stafford, for uniting the parishes 
of Woodford and Trysull and Seisdon 
to form the parish of Trysull and 
Seisdon. 

35. East Suffolk, for the conversion 
of the parish of Halesworth into the 
Halesworth Urban District. 

36. Surrey, for the alteration of the 
areas of the parishes of Gatton and 
Merstham. 

37. West Sussex, for the conversion 
of the parish of Southwick into the 
Southwick Urban District. 


38. Swansea (County Borough), for 
uniting the parishes comprised within 
the borough of Swansea to form the 
parish of Swansea. 

39. Wilts, for the conversion of the 
“oF of Westbury into the Westbury 

rban District. 

40. Wilts, for the exchange of arcas 
between the Urban district and rural 
district of Bradford-on-Avon, and the 
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altvration of boundaries of the parishes 
of Bradford-on-Avon, Bradford With- 
out, and Westwood. 


41. Worcester, for transferring part 
of the parish of Little Malvern to the 
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parish of Malvern Wells, and from the | 


Upton-on-Severn Rural District to the 
Malvern Urban District. 


42. York (County Borough), for 
uniting the parishes in the city of York 
to form the parish of York. 


43. West Riding of Yorkshire, for 
the conversion of the township of 
Bolton-upon-Dearne into the Bolton- 
upon-Dearne Urban District. 


44. West Riding of Yorkshire, for 
transferring part of the township of 
Saddleworth from the Saddleworth 
Rural District to the Springhead Urban 
District and Township of Springhead. 


45. West Riding of Yorkshire, for 
(i.) the conversion of the township of 
Saddleworth into the Saddleworth 
Urban District and amalgamating there- 
with the Uppermill Urban District ; 
(ii.) dividing the urban district into 
wards ; and (iii.) uniting the township 


of Uppermill with the township of , 


Saddleworth. 

46. West Riding of Yorkshire, for an 
exchange of areas between the parish 
of Alverthorpe and the township of 
Grigglestone. 

47. West Riding of Yorkshire, for 
the conversion of the township of 
Wheatley into the Wheatley Urban 
District. 

48. West Riding of Yorkshire, for 
the conversion of the township of Cud- 


worth into the Cudworth Urban 
District. 
Part I]. Orders under Section 59 of 


the Act, as confirmed by the Local Gov- 
ernment Board, of the following county 
councils :— 


1. Dorset, for amending the County 
of Durham (Bridport, etc.) Confirma- 
tion Order, 1894. 


2. Durham, for amending the County 
of Durham (Crook Urban District) 
Confirmation Order, 1898. 

3. Hertford, for altering the County 


of Hertford (Royston Urban District 
and Parish) Confirmation Order, 1897. 
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4. Stafford, and Hanley County 
Borough, for altering the Stafford and 
Hanley (Longton, ete.) Confirmation 
Order, 1896. 

5. Worcester, for amending certain 
confirming orders relating to the 
Malvern Urban District. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 
ACT, 1890. 

Borough of Devonport.—Statement of 
modification permitted by the Local 
Government Board to be made in the 
Devonport Improvement Scheme, 1898. 

City of Leeds.—Statement of modifica- 
tion permitted by the Local Government 
Board to be made in the Leeds Improve- 
ment Scheme, 1896. 

Limehouse District, London.—State- 
ment of modification permitted by the 
Local Government Board to be made in 
the reconstruction scheme dealing with 
the Queen Catherine Court, Brook Street 
area, in the hamlet of Ratcliffe. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK. 
Draft Post Office Savings Bank Regu- 
lations, 1900. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANK. 
Draft Trustee Savings Bank Regu- 
lations, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to: 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.1L.]. 

Petition against; of the Provost,. 
Magistrates, and Town Council of the 
Burgh of Galashiels ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


APPEAL COMMITTEE. 

Second Report from ; read, and agreed. 
to. 

JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 

Report from, that the one hundred and 
thirty-first volume of the Journals (61st 
and 62nd Vict., 1899), with an Index, 
was ready for delivery ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table; and the said volume 
ordered to be delivered in the same 
manner as the preceding volumes of the 
Journals have been delivered. 
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Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 
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Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
Second time.”—(7he Marquess of Lans- 
downe.) 


Lord MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
‘am very loth to intervene, even for a 
few minutes, before the interesting debate 
which is about to take place on the 
Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’sSister) 
Bill; but I feel very strongly that there 
is a portion of the Bill now before your 
Lordships which is extremely objection- 
able, and I should like the House to extend 
to me its courtesy while I explain what 
those objections are. The Bill is separable 
into two distinct parts. The first part 
deals with the alteration of the conditions 
under which the Volunteers can be called 
out. I think the change proposed in the 
law in that direction is a good one, and 


that the reason given for it by the noble’ 


Marquess is a valid one—namely, that it 
is not always desirable to tell the foreigner, 
whatever our private opinion may be, 
that we consider ourselves in danger of 
an invasion. Therefore I agree that it is 
a good thing to alter the law in that 
respect, and to provide that the Volunteers 
may be called out, not only when invasion 
is apprehended, but in time of imminent 
national peril or crisis. But there is 
another part of the Bill which is totally 
distinct, and which, to my mind, is most 
objectionable. I refer to that part of the 
Bill in which Volunteers are invited to 
fight at the front whenever and wherever 
Her Majesty’s Government may think fit 
to call upon them todo so. Just see what 
that amounts to. It means that any 
Volunteer who complies with that invita- 
ition will be obliged to pledge himself to 
surrender in advance his own judgment as 
to the right or wrong of any quarrel in 
which his country may be engaged, and also 
entirely to surrender his own judgment 
as to whether or not there is any real need 
for his services. We quite understand 
that in the Regular Army it is necessary 
that aman in those respects should sur- 
render his private judgment to the Gov- 
ernment of the day, but it is a 
very long step indeed to _ require 
Volunteers to do so. This provision 
in the Bill works an absolute revolution 


{LORDS} 
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in our conception of what is meant by a 
Volunteer force. Volunteers are not 
professional soldiers, and, with regard to 
the obligation to fight abroad, the Volun- 
teer, in his capacity as a Volunteer, is no 
more obliged to fight than any other of 
Her Majesty’s subjects. He is in the 
same position as a railway porter, or an 
agricultural labourer, and, like a rail- 
way porter or an agricultural labourer, 
if he is a citizen and a_ subject 
of the Queen, he may, if he thinks 
it his duty in a _ particular crisis, 
place his services at the disposal of the 
Secretary of State. But, if he does this, 
what I would like to point out is that he 
does not do it in his capacity as a Volun- 
teer. He proffers his services as a citizen 
and as a subject of the Queen. It seems 
to me to border on the ridiculous to say 
to a Volunteer, ‘“ We invite you to come 
forward under circumstances that must 
be absolutely unknown to you, to sur- 
render absolutely your judgment to 
us, and yet we call you a Volunteer and 
tell you that your motto is ‘ Defence, not 
Defiance.’” ‘There is another objection I 
have to this part of the Bill. Even 
supposing the noble Marquess and his ad- 
visers still adhere to their opinion that 
it is wise to make this great and far- 
reaching change in the status of a Volun- 
teer, I contend that the present is the 
worst of all times todo so. I do not deny 
that this may be a good opportunity for 
reorganising the Army, but such a change 
in the status of the Volunteer force does 
not come within the scope of what we 
commonly understand as the reorganisa- 
tion of the Army, and involves issues of a 
totally different description. It appears 
to me that it is unfair on the part of the 
noble Marquess to take advantage of the 
hot fit of patriotism that is now on the 
nation, and to ask Volunteers under 
these circumstances to lay themselves 
under an obligation to do something in 
events that have not happened—an obliga- 
tion which they may deeply regret having 
entered into, but which they may not be 
able to free 'themselves from. I know 
that the noble Marquess has stated that 
he will provide in the rules under this 
Bill that after due notice a Volunteer may 
relieve himself of this obligation, but it 
will be extremely difficult, if not in many 
cases impossible, for a Volunteer to do 
so. It will be difficult and will need a 
great deal of moral courage for him to 
remove himself from what | may call the 
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combatant section of the Volunteers to 
the non-combatant section, «nd if there 
should be a prolonged national crisis it 
will be as impossible for a Volunteer to 
do that as it is for an officer to send in 
his papers under similar circumstances. 
I would be glad to know what good the 
noble Marquess expects to get out 
of the change. Does he expect to 
get a single recruit for the Army 
whom he would not otherwise get ? 
If he does, he obtains an unwilling 
recruit who will have a grievance and will 
think he has been entrapped. It appears 
to me that the noble Marquess is in this 
dilemma—if the Bill is to be of any use 
at all it must strengthen the force of the 
Army, but in so far as any person who 
volunteers would be obliged to serve 
under this Bill who would not otherwise 
have volunteered he will only serve in 
compliance with, I venture to think, a 
very mischievous provision. The Secre- 
tary of State says that he wants to know 
beforehand how many men he can rely 
upon. It is very necessary that the 
Secretary of State should know before 
the crisis arises on how many Volunteers 
he can rely. I should have thought that 
as the Volunteers do not go to the front 
at once, the noble Marquess would know 
a considerable time before it was neces- 
sary to send them out how many Volun- 
teers he could rely on under the present 


law. I would ask the noble Marquess 
whether he is dissatisfied with what 
has taken place during this war. 


Have the Volunteers been backward 
in coming forward ? I would suggest to 
the Secretary of State that he might in 
this matter leave well alone. The noble 
Marquess said the other day that by 
dividing the Volunteers into what is 
practically combatant and non-combatant 
sections, he would relieve the non-com- 
batant section of the Volurtteers from any 
moral obligation that they might feel 
they were under to serve their country 
by going to the front. I doubt very 
much whether this Bill will have that 
effect. I do not see how it is possible by 
this Bill or any other Bill to divest the 
Volunteer of his citizenship. Again, has 
the noble Marquess considered how the 
measure is likely to affect recruiting in 
the Volunteers? If the Bill passes in its 
present form, practically no able-bodied 
young fellow will be able to enter the 
Volunteers except as a combatant. He 
may not choose to enter that section, and, 
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|as public opinion would prevent him 
from entering as a _ non-combatant, 
it is quite possible that a _ great 
many who would otherwise join the 
Volunteers will not do so. I think it is 
most unwise to make any distinct classes 
within the Volunteers. I think that the 
only distinction to be made between one 
class of Volunteers and another should be 
as to efficiency. When you go beyond the 
natural distinction of efficient Volunteers 
and non-efficient Volunteers, it appears to 
me that you get into very great difficul- 
ties, raise heart-burnings and bickerings, 
and do a great deal to destroy the feeling 
of esprit de corps. 1 object to Clause 2 
because it is useless except in so far as it 
is mischievous. It will not add one 
willing recruit to the Army, because it 
takes an unfair advantage of the present 
wave of patriotism, and it will, as I think, 
injuriously affect Volunteer recruiting. 
Lastly, I object to it on this ground, that 
it is of so revolutionary a character that 
no Liberal Government would have dared 
to introduce it. 


*Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, I feel 
bound to support the views which have 
fallen from the noble Lord with regard to 
this Bill. Iam of opinion that the Bill 
will work a revolution in the status 
of the Volunteers. Hitherto the motto 
of the Volunteers has been “ Defence, not 
Defiance,” and I cannot help thinking 
that if this Bill passes in the form in 
which it is at present it will prevent from 
joining the Volunteers a great number 
of men who otherwise might be inclined 
to do so. They will be liable under this 
Bill to be called out in cases of “ great 
emergency,” a term which seems to me to 
be of very wide application. What is a 
great emergency? The Government of 
the day might think that a _ great 
emergency was created by threats 
of war with any European Power. 
Those threats and the danger of war 
might disappear, and yet at _ the 
same time the Volunteers might have 
gone to all the expense of being called 
out, and might have heen sent to garrison 
towns at a distance from their homes, 
with all the inconvenience that might 
thereby be created. I would ask the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State for 
War whether any information has been 
received from those who are competent to 
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furnish it asto the effect which this Bill will | 


have upo.i the Volunteers throughout the 
country. I wish the War Office would 
make such inquiries from the colonels and 
officers, not excluding the captains, con- 
nected with Volunteer corps. I cannot 
help thirking that the result would be to 
show an opinion that the Bill in its 
present form would be injurious in its 
effect upon the Volunteers. Looking to 
the last few months I would ask, has 
the Volunteer force shown itself so in- 
efficient ? Have we not been surprised at 
the manner in which they came forward 
for service in a distant land? We have 
every reason to be gratified on that score. 
But in this Bill you are asking them to 
pledge themselves to come forward if 


called upon. That is a very different 
question. We are asked to legislate, I 


was going to say, almost in a panic; I 
will not say in a panic, but certainly in a 
moment of enthusiasm. I think myself 
it would be very much better if the legis- 
lation on this subject had been postponed 
till the end of the war, when people were 
in a calmer mood, and when they were. 
able better to ascertain the feeling of the 
public with reference to a Bill of this sort. 
The importance of the measure has, in 
my opinion, been under-valued, because 
if it does not prove as satisfactory as its 
promoters hope it will bea very great 
danger to the Volunteer movement 
in this country. It is ‘because I 
appreciate the Volunteer movement 
and the benefits it has conferred 
on the country that I feel compelled to 
make these few remarks. For twenty- 
two years I was connected with the 
Yeomanry, and I well remember the 
difficulties I used to have in getting 


men to serve. We must remember 
that the agricultural classes, from 


whom the Yeomanry, at any rate, are 
principally recruited, cannot leave their 
farms for more than a_ short time, 
and it will be the same with the 
Volunteers. If they feel that they may 
be called upon to leave their occupation 
for months, I am afraid that it will 
prevent from joining many men who 
are excellent Volunteers, and who, 
though they may not be able to go to a 
foreign country through home ties, would, 
through the spirit which they engendered 
in the corps, do very great service indeed. 
I hope, therefore, the Government will, 
before passing this Bill, take steps to 
inquire from those who are connected 


Lord Herries, 
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with the Volunteers. what the effect of 
this Bill is likely to be upon that force. 


THE Fart or DERBY: My Lords, I 
confess that I do not view this Bill with 
the same alarm that has been expressed 
by the noble Lord who has last spoken. 
With regard to the first part of the Bill, 
there seems to be very little difference of 
opinion amongst your Lordships, and | 
do not think that anyone need fear the 
mere substitution of the words “ imminent 
national danger or great emergency” for 
“apprehended invasion.” The fact is 
that matters have considerally changed 
since the Volunteer movement was first 
instituted. Since those days our difficul- 
ties and dangers abroad, the extensions. of 
our territory, and, still more, those of 
foreign Powers, have complicated very 
considerably questions which were once: 
comparatively easy. In point of fact, if 
you were to look at the annual results 
which will accrue from this Bill, so 
far as the men are concerned the Volun- 
teers would be left in a position very 
little different from that which they 
occupy at the present time. At 
the present time if a Volunteer 
desires to volunteer for active service 
and the military authority “is ready to, 
accept him, what is. to. prevent him, 
with the formal consent of his superior,. 
taking his discharge from the Volunteer 
regiment and enlisting the next day im 
the Line? What. I apprehend is. in the 
minds of the military authority isa much 
larger question ; it is. that at the present 
moment the Velunteer enlists, so to speak,, 
al ren. Ido not suppose that a single 
Volunteer who. has. volunteered. for: sex- 
vice abroad in the present conjuncture is 
serving anywhere but in South Africa. 
I believe that. if there was a war again 
exactly the: same thing, would happen. 
But that is not: all. The war in. which 
we are at present engaged is comparatively 
localised—it is a war in. one: paat of the: 
world only. But at some future: period. 
it is not, unfortunately, unlikely that. we 
shall not only needi large forces on the 
immediate field of operations, but also to: 
strengthen: in advance the garrisons of 
distant colonies. I take it that the desire 
of the: military authority is—rightly as. 
I think—to know beforehand what. men 
they can reckon on for senrvice,. and. to: 
have power of distributing those men,. 
whether it be for service in garrisons 
which. are beyond. the actual. field of. 
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operations, or whether it be where 
the fighting is chiefly going on. 


It is said that there would be a moral 
compulsion upon men to put themselves 
under the obligation to go abroad. It is 
said that you would have two classes of 
men serving under unequal engagements 
side by side, some who are prepared to go 
abroad and some who are not. But we 
have been suffering under this supposed 
grave evil in the Militia. The Militia 
Reserve has been serving side by side 
with men who are not liable to go abroad, 
and I have never known that fact to be 
cast up against them. On the contrary, 
I remember well that in former years a 
battalion had to be asked, man for man, 
whether they would volunteer for service 
abroad. The commanding officer went 
down the ranks and asked the men. One 
would reply ‘“ Yes”; another that 
he had reasons for not’ serving; but 
I have never heard it cast up against the 
men who declined to serve that they had 
done anything discreditable. If the Bill 
goes to a division I shall certainly support 
it. So far as I am aware, the Bill will be 
generally accepted by the Volunteers, 
though I hold no brief for them, as 
putting them in a position to which their 
own bravery, their own efficiency, and 
their own readiness for service entitles 
them. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I cannot 
claim anything like the experience of the 
noble Earl who has just spoken on this 
subject, but I feel strongly that there is 
avery important matter connected with 
this Bill which it is desirable your Lord- 
ships should have clearly and_ plainly 
before you. What I think we have to 
consider is this. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Secretary of State for War 
have been thinking, and are thinking at 
the present moment, of the aumbers that 
they can send abroad to strengthen the 
Regular forces in South Africa. I most 
heartily support the view that it is 
essentia! that the Regular Army of 
this country should be put on such 
a footing that within a short time 
the War Office will be able to send 
abroad a strong and efficient body 
of men; but when Her Majesty’s 
Government are thinking of that are they 
not forgetting a little on what basis the 
Volunteers were originally formed? As 
one who had the honour of being one of 
the very first Volunteers, and of raising 
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one of the first Volunteer corps in this 
country, I believe it is of the utmost 
importance to keep up this force, accord- 
ing to its original constitution, in full 
numbers and efficiency. I am afraid, how- 
ever, that the second clause in this Bill 
may have a very serious effect in that 
direction. There is, no deubt, at the 
present moment, an enormous amount of 
patriotism and loyalty abroad. I, for: 
one, highly approve of this feeling, and 
heartily applaud the Volunteers who. 
have come forward and the motives 
which induced them to take part in the 
fighting lines in South Africa. But we 
must remember that this feeling of enthu- 
siastic patriotism, and the war fever, as it 
called, will not be always with us, and 
and [I am afraid that when that 
time comes the clause in question may 
have a very serious effect indeed as re- 
gards getting men enlisted for home de- 
fence for which the Volunteer force was. 
originally formed. I shall not go into 
the question of having two classes of men 
side by side, but I have always thought 
that there would be some difficulty in re- 
gard to this. I should lament very much 
to see this great force, which has done so. 
much, not only directly, but indirectly, 
to assist the Army, diminish in numbers 
or efficiency. I need hardly say that 
neither I nor any of my friends behind 
me desire in any way to oppose the 
Second Reading of the Bill ; but I think 
we shall feel it our duty to consider at a 
later stage, when the Bill goes into Com- 
mittee, whether it may not be expedient 
and desirable to alter the provision to 
which [ have called attention. 


Eart BROWNLOW: My Lords, I 
cannot help thinking that the Bill as at 
present drawn and worded is somewhat 
difficult to understand. In Clause 2, 
Volunteers are invited to subject them- 
selves to the liability to be called out for 
actual military service at any time. The 
Bill does not say where they are to be 
called out or how they are to be called 
out. I do not know that it means that 
they are only to be called out in cases of 
imminent national danger. I presume 
not, because it says “at any time.” Does 
the clause mean that they are to render 
themselves liable to go on active service 
or any service? I suppose it means on 
active service in case of need. If so, it 
should be stated in the Bill. These are, 
however, matters of detail which, of 
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‘course, can be settled at a future stage ; 
but the object and aim of the measure is, | 
I presume, to place at the disposal of the | 
Secretary of State for War a body of | 
men whoare drilled and trained in the 
use of the rifle, whom he can depend upon 
to come forward in case of emergency. 

regard this Bill as one scheme among 


several that have been brought forward of | 
with the | 


late. We are all familiar 
scheme advocated in your Lordships’ 
House by my noble friend the Earl of 
Wemyss, which is founded on the Militia 
ballot. We are all aware that the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
only recently, in addressing the members 
of the Primrose League, advocated the 
formation of rifle clubs throughout Eng- 
land. There is another scheme which 
seems to me the simplest of all, and that 
is to apply coercion at a time of life when 
coercion is permissible, and to insist that 
every schoolboy in England should be 
properly drilled, and taught, to a 
certain extent, the use of the 
rifle. I think any of these schemes, 
if adopted, would be likely to have a 
much more far-reaching effect than the 
scheme brought forward in the Bill. I 
have no objection to the Bill, and will 
support the Second Reading, but I have 
some fear that the noble Marquess will 
find, if it passes into law, that its effect 
will be somewhat disappointing and that 
he will not get the number of men he 
anticipates to accept the larger liability. 
Of course, a great deal in the future will 
depend upon the regulations which are 
promised in this Bill, and I can only hope 
and trust that those regulations will be 
framed in a spirit which will enable the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for War to obtain the service of such a 
body as he desires, I cannot help saying, 
however, that the Bill appears to me to 
he rather a small one. I look upon it as 
a valuable auxiliary, but a mere auxiliary, 
to larger measures which will have to be 
passed in the future if the country is to 
be adequately defended. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, I will not take up the time of 
the House by discussing that portion of 
the Bill which has reference to the pro- 
posed alteration of the form of proclama- 
tion to be used for calling out the Volun- 
teers. The change’ has been regarded, I 


think, with general favour ; and although 
Earl Brownlow. 
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it may perhaps be described as a change 
of form rather than of substance, I think 
it is a change in the right direction, and 
one which may be found convenient. But 
the remaining part of the Bill—that under 
which we take power to agree with the 
Volunteers that they shall be liable to 
serve at any time, whether an emergency 
has been declared or not, and outside as 
well as inside the United Kingdom—has 
been a good deal criticised. The noble 
Earl who spoke last asked what the 
precise meaning of the clause was. 
The Volunteers, as noble Lords are 
aware, are at this moment liable to serve 
only when a proclamation of appre- 
hended invasion is issued, and with- 
in the limits of the United Kingdom. 
Under this Bill we take power to enter 
into agreements with any Volunteers 
who desire to enter into such agreements 
to serve in the absence of either or both 
of those conditions. | think the account 
given of the Bill by the noble Lord who 
spoke first was perhaps a rather exagge- 
rated one. My noble friend who spoke 
last was nearer the mark when he told 
your Lordships that the Bill is a small 
Bill. It is not, of course, intended as a 
settlement of any great question of Army 
organisation. It is a small modification 
of the law which seems to us eminently 
desirable, and which we therefore ask 
Parliament to make without prejudice to 
any larger proposals which may hereafter 
be submitted. The apprehension which 
has disturbed the minds of the noble 
Lords on the Front Bench opposite is 
an apprehension of this kind—that if we 
create within the Volunteer force two 
classes of Volunteers, the one liable and 
the other not liable for active service 
abroad, you will find undue pressure 
put upon the members of the force to 
join that section of it which is to have 
the larger liability, and that the result 
would be to place those men who did not 
wish to assume that larger liability in an 
invidious position. [ would ask your 
Lordships to consider whether from the 
point of view of the noble Lords it is 
not better that the Volunteers should be 
asked, as we propose to ask them under 
this Bill, to tell us in time of peace, 
deliberately and when they are not sur- 
rounded by exciting circumstances, 
whether any of them are willing to accept 
the liability which this Bill imposes. I 
can conceive that when that question is 
addressed, as it was lately, to the Volun- 
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1429 Volunteers 
teer force amid all the fervour and 
enthusiasm of a great campaign, it would 
require a certain amount of strength of 
mind on the part of the individual Volun- 
teer to reject the overtures made to him. 
I can conceive a case of this kind arising. 
A particular corps might have raised the 
whole of its special service company with 


{28 May 1900} 


the exception of half a dozen men, and I | 
can conceive that in these circumstances | 
'is the way we propose in this Bill— 


very considerable pressure might be made, 
not by the military authorities, but by the 
members of the corps itself, to induce 
a few more men to join to make 
up the requisite number. That 
kind of pressure is less likely to 
be put on members of the Volunteer 
force under the provisions of this Bill than 
if no such Bill is passed into law. The 
noble Lord who spoke first objected to our 
proposal because he said that the men 
who took advantage of it would surrender 
their own judgment, that they would not 
be able to form any judgment as to the 
merits of the quarrel in which the nation 
might be engaged, and that: they might 
have to take serviee whether they approve 
the policy of the country or not. The same 
point was well put, although argued in a 
different manner, by the noble Earl who 
spoke on this side of the House. He 
told us that in the case of the present 
campaign Volunteers had enlisted ad rem. 
That is perfectly true. A great many 
men joined the Volunteers because they 
were inspired by the wave of enthusiasm 
which lately swept over the country. But 
supposing a great war to be in progress 
and the whole Volunteer force to be 
called out, does the noble Lord suppose 
that the Volunteer then has any oppor- 
tunity of exercising his own judgment as 
to the merits of the quarrel ? 
Lorp MONKSWELL: But he will 

only serve in Great Britain 

*THE MARQuESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
He is a soldier. He will carry a rifle 
in defence of his country ; in both cases 
he surrenders his judgment as to the 
merits of the quarrel. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: In one ease he 


merely defends his hearth and home, | 


which every one is willing to do. 


*THE MarQuress oF LANSDOWNE: 
But he is equally a soldier engaged in 
hostilities. The fact is that there are 
three possible ways of dealing with this 
question. You may absolutely forbid— 


{ 
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and I gather that that is what the noble 
Lord would like to do—the Volunteers 
from taking service except for home 
defence. [Lord MoNnKSWELL: No.] That 
is one way. Another way is to leave it 
to the last moment, and say to the Volun- 
teers: “You may come forward when 
war has actually begun and offer your- 
selves for enlistment in the special sec- 
tion of your battalion.” The third way 


namely, that Volunteers should be allowed 
to come forward beforehand and say 
whether they wish to accept service or 
not. Now if we are to tell Volunteers 
that in no circumstances are we ever 
going to allow them to serve out of this 
country, I verily believe that the force 
would regard us as putting a great and 
unmerited slight upon them. They have 
served with great credit during this cam- 
paign, and if we were to tell them that 
never again were they to have a chance of 
giving their services to the Empire, I 
believe the Volunteer force would greatly 
resent it. I therefore put that on one 
side. That leaves us with two other solu- 
tions—one is the solution of the noble 
Lord that we should leave things to the 
last moment and trust to luck ; the other 
is the solution we propose. Although 
the manner in which the Volunteers 
came forward on this occasion is past all 
praise, we all know that both the force itself 
and Her Majesty’s Government were put 
to very considerable inconvenience for 
the reasons I gave to the House the other 
night. We did not know how many men 
were ready to come forward ; we did not 
know whether those who were ready to 
come forward were efficient ; we did not 
know whether they would pass the 
doctor ; they were not fitted with proper 
equipment. These things had to be 
considered in hurry and confusion ; 
and the result was that on several occa- 
sions there were great complaints—- 
the complaints were in many cases well 
founded—of the manner im which the 
necessary arrangements had to be made. 
We wish to avoid that. We do not pro- 
pose to press the whole Volunteer force 
into a special service of this kind, but we 
propose to take power—the Bill is a per- 
missive one—to engage a certain number 
of these men for special service; and beyond 
as wellas within the United Kingdom. As 
I told your Lordships the other night, we 
undertake to provide that any man who 
accepts this liability and afterwards 





Volunteers 


1431 


desires to be relieved of it shall be put 
in a position to free himself. There will 
be no difficulty or doubt about that. I 
believe that our proposal is one which 
will commend itself to the great body of 
the Volunteer force. I am able to answer 
a question asked of me by a noble Lord, 
and to tell him that we did not take this 
step without doing our best to satisfy 


ourselves by consulting a number of | 


representative Volunteer officers that our 
proposals were generally agreeable and 
acceptable to the force as a whole. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I wish to say that my objection to 
the Bill is not confined to the particular 
objection which I expressed the other 
night. I object to the Bill on wider 
grounds. It seems to me that the whole 
nature of a Volunteer corps is disregarded 
by a Bill of this kind. The real object 
of the Bill is to make a portion of the 
Volunteers in one sense a part of the 
tegular Army. The noble Marquess has 
explained that what the War Oftice 
desire is to be able to lay their hands on 
a certain number of men who have dis- 
tinctly pledged themselves beforehand 
that they would serve out of the country. 
How does that differ from the Reserve of 
the Regular Army ? It is the position 
of the Reservist; and I look upon the 
proposal with the greatest jealousy, 
because it seems to me that it is 
one of the devices of the War Office 
to avoid dealing with the task which is 
really before it. It may be comparatively 
asmall matter, but it is not by enabling 
a portion of the Volunteer force to serve 
in this way that you will place the 
military service of the country on a 
proper tooting. The noble Marquess said 
it is better that you should ask the 
Volunteers to place themselves under an 
obligation of this kind than to trust to 
the offer of help when a great wave of 
feeling and excitement passes over the 
country. But I hold that the Volunteers 
ought not to be placed under an obliga- 
tion to serve out of the country, and they 
ought not to be called upon to serve 
unless the emergency is very strongly 
felt by all classes throughout the country. 


It seems to me that the Volunteers are | 


essentially a force to be relied upon in a 
case of emergency when you have had to 
send away a large portion of the Regular 
Army. 
service we ought to 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


When we speak of foreign | 
consider a/ 


Bill. 1432 
little what it means. I admit that 
at present we may feel the great pressure 
which such a war as we have been en- 
gaged in has placed on our Army, but it 
is reasonable to say that such a war is not 
one which will very often oceur. You 
will want your Regular forces, for in- 
stance, to defend India. Are you to send 
the Volunteers to India? You will want 
the Regular forces in case of any great 
upheaval on the Continent, possibly to 
take some small part in it ; but I cannot 
conceive in the ordinary circumstances of 
the case that you will want a large force 
to be sent on the Continent. You want 
to have a certain number of men 
thoroughly trained who are fit and ready 
to be sent in any emergency throughout 
our widely extended Empire ; but I do 
not think you should come to the Volun- 
teers until an emergency which to a great 
extent is unforeseen, like the present war, 
has arisen, and the magnitude of it is ap- 
preciated by the country. Then you may 
fairly ask your Volunteers, in the peculiar 
circumstances of the Empire, to come for- 
ward with a sense of patriotism to assist 
you to meet it. 


EarL COWPER: My Lords, it strikes 
me that the noble Earl who has just 
spoken objects to Volunteers under any 
circumstances being called upon to go 
abroad to serve their country. Does he 
object to those ga‘lant Volunteers who 
have gone to South Africa, and who have 
done very good work there! Does he 
think that they ought not to have been 
invited to do so?—for that is what his 
remarks tend to make one think. If he 
does not think this, the only question is, 
whether it is more desirable that they 
should make their choice under the in- 
fluence of excitement, or after calm de- 
liberation. The noble Lord (Earl 
Spencer) seemed to think that this Bill 
would prevent the enlistment of Volun- 
teers for home defence. If I thought 
that the measure would in the least 
degree interfere with enlistment for the 
Volunteers I should not support it ; but 
do not think that that would be the case. 
I think that when we have the deliberate 
statement of the Government, who have 
looked well into the question, that this 
Bill will have good results in increasing 
our forces, we are bound to support it. 

On Question, agreed to. Bill read 24 
accordingly. 
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THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : I should 
be glad if the noble Marquess would 
state when he intends to take the Com- 
mittee stage of this Bill. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE : 
I will confer with the noble Earl on that 
point. 


Bill committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Thursday, the 21st of 
June next. 


MILITARY LANDS BILL [H.1.}. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
second time.—(Thv Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


Tur Eart or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I do not think I can allow the 
Second Reading of this Bill to pass 
without repeating the opinion which, as 
your Lordships are probably aware, has 
been unanimously expressed by the 
County Councils Association — namely, 
that the charge for providing and equip- 
ping rifle ranges should not fall upon the 
rates, but should be paid from the general 
revenues of the country. This is rather 
a difficult qaestion to discuss in your 
Lordships’ House, because there is some 
doubt whether a charge upon rates can 
properly be inserted in a Bill by your 
Lordships. All I wish to say on the 
present occasion is that I trust before the 
Bill goes into Committee the noble Mar- 
quess will be able to inform us what con- 
clusion the Government have come to in 
respect to these charges. I may add 
that I do not think there will be any dis- 
agreement on the part of the county 
councils to defraying the cost of making 
the inquiries under this Bill, but I believe 
the noble Marquess will fittd that there 
will be almost unanimous opposition to 
any attempt to place on the rates any 
charge in connection with the provision 
and equipment of rifle ranges, which are 
matters connected with the defence of 
the country generally, and the cost of 
which should be defrayed out of the 
Imperial Exchequer. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I will enter into the subject more fully at 


a later stage, but I would point out that | 
' objects in view. 
ees ae 4 
‘time by a very large majority, and practi- 


this Bill leaves an absolutely free hand to 
the local authorities. All it does is to 
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render it possible for them, if they desire, 
to co-operate with Volunteer corps and 
the War Office for the purpose of provid- 
ing rifle ranges and their necessary equip- 
ment. I read with much interest the 
resolution of the County Councils Asso- 
ciation. I observe that the association 
approves generally of the Bill and of the 
power conferred to hire land for ranges ; 
but it urges that the expense of providing 
and equipping ranges should be met by 
Parliament and not out of the rates. I[ 
gather, from what the noble Earl said, 
that the desire is that the rates should 
bear no part in providing the land on 
which the ranges are to be built. 


THe Ear, oF NORTHBROOK: Nor 
in the equipment of the ranges. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I am glad to know that, because the 
wording of the resolution was a little 
ambiguous. I agree with the noble Earl 
as to the importance of securing the co- 
operation of these local bodies in acquiring 
sites whether the money is paid by the 
local authorities or not. The Govern- 
ment, as a rule, are not very successful 
buyers. It is very difficult for the repre- 
sentative of one of the Departments of 
the State to go into the local land market ; 
and if we try to buy through the officer 
commanding in the district, we sometimes 
find that a great soldier and an excellent 
military administrator is likely to be 
defeated ingloriously by a solicitor in a 
country town. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday, the 21st June next. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER) BILL [H.1.}. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Second 

Reading read. 


*Lorp STRATHCONA ann MOUNT 
ROYAL: My Lords, it is my privilege 
to again ask your Lordships to give a 
Second Reading to a Bill to amend the 
law as to marriage contracted in the 
colonies with a deceased wife’s sister. 
Two years ago, your Lordships had under 
consideration a measure with similar 
It was read a second 
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cally passed its remaining stages with 
the unanimous approval of your Lord- 
ships.* I am, therefore, encouraged to 
hope that on this occasion the Second 
Reading will be agreed to unanimously, | 
and I venture to urge this view upon the 
most reverend and right reverend Pre- 
lates in this House, to whom I may repeat, 
that the clergy both of the Established, 
or Episcopal Church, and the other Pro- 
testant denominations and of the Roman 
Catholic Church in Canada, and I believe 
also in the other colonies, have accepted 
this Bill, and unquestionably many of 
them approve of it. In the first place, I 
crave your Lordships’ permission to make 
what may appear to be a personal expla- 
nation. By an unfortunate mistake, the 
Bill which has been printed, and is now be- 
fore the House, is a precise copy of the 
Bill as it was introduced in 1898. My 
intention was that the Bill should have 
been an exact copy of the Bill of 1898 
as amended in Committee and as it left 
this House. By an inadvertence this has 
not been done, but I shall be prepared to 
accept the Amendment in Committee 
notice of which has been given by Lord 
James of Hereford, which will make the 
Bill exactly similar, word for word, to 
the measure which your Lordships 
approved on a former occasion. It is 
hardly necessary for me to again enter at 
length into the merits of this measure, 
as the Bill was discussed so fully in 1898 ; 
and I shall not, therefore, detain your 
Lordships very long. The object of the 
Bill is to remove certain disabilities 
affecting, in this country, the children of 
marriages between a man and his deceased 
wife’s sister in those parts of the Empire 
where such marriages have, by statute, ap- 
proved by Her Majesty, been rendered legal. 
The Legislatures of all, or nearly all, the 
self-governing colonies have passed | 
statutes legalising such marriages, and 
the Home Government has in every 
instance sanctioned the legislation. It 
is intended that the Bill should apply 
only to marriages between persons 
domiciled at the time of the marriages in 
those parts of the Empire where marriage * 
with a deceased wife’s sister has been 
rendered legal. In the absence of ex- 
press lega! decisions, the position of the 
children of such marriages in_ this 
country cannot be positively stated, but 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series] ; Second Reading debate, 8th July, 1898, | 
Vol. lxi., page 283; Committee, page 891 (no 
debate on other stages). 


Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal. 


{LORDS} 
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the authoritatively expressed opinion 
appears to be that a marriage with a de- 
ceased wife’s sister, when the parties to 
it are domiciled in a colony where such 
marriages have been rendered legal, is 
for some purposes binding here. But in 
respect of the succession to real property, 
the children of such marriages are in this 
country regarded as illegitimate, and can- 
not take such property by descent. It is 
also thought that the same disqualification 
exists in relation to the succession to 
honours. In this connection I may refer 
to the remarks of my noble friend the 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, 
when the Bill was formerly under dis- 
cussion. He pointed out that while 
under the existing laws the children of 
such marriages could succeed to leasehold 
property which had a tenure of 999 
years, they were debarred from succession 
to real property; and I ask, with his 
Lordship, ‘“ Where is the justice of such 
a state of things?” It is to remove the 
stain of illegitimacy from children who 
have been born in wedlock rendered 
lawful by laws passed by colonial legis- 
latures and approved of by the responsible 
advisers of the Crown at home that this 
Bill has been introduced.’ It has not 
been sprung upon Parliament suddenly, 
and is in no sense a movement of im- 
pulse. For twenty-four years the colonies 
have been pressing the matter upon the 
attention of the Home authorities. ‘T'wenty- 
three years ago the Bill was passed in the 
House of Commons by a large majority.* 
Since that date, the request for legisla- 
tion has been frequently preferred, and 
the request has not been made by indivi- 
duals alone, but has had the support of 
the Governments of the different parts of 
the Empire. The measure affects the 
most important and sacred of all con- 
tracts, and affects communities not less 
attached to the Christian religion than 
those of the mother country. The pre- 
sent evil which the Bill seeks to remedy 
is an injustice which is defended by no 
organ of public opinion throughout the 
Empire, and its removal can by no possi- 
bility do harm to anyone. The question 
is not one of forcing colonial legislation 
upon the Mother Country, and it is 
really a surprise to me that any sugges- 
tion of the kind was ever made. It is 
simply a question of giving practical force 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. eexxxviii., page 406. (Division : 
for Second Reading 182; against 161.) 
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to what is already law in many parts of 
the Empire, although in England it is 
ignored in such a manner as to inflict 
upon the colonies, for no adequate pur- 
pose, a peculiarly irritating and irrational 
class of social disabilities constituting a 
grave wrong to the outlying portions of 
the Empire, and wholly antagonistic to 
Imperial sentiment. It is not proposed in 
this Bill to deal in any way with the 
question of marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister within the United Kingdom. 
It would be out of place for the colonies 
to take any initiative in that direction, 
and I shall not raise the issue at all. It 
is not propsed that the Bill should apply 
to the marriage of transients in the 
colonies. It will only affect marriages 
in the colonies of legally domiciled 
residents, and this will be made 
abundantly clear when the Bill is 
amended in Committee, as I have sug- 
gested. I believe I have considerable 
authority for stating that such marriages, 
legally contracted in the British colonies, 
would be held as valid for the succession 
of real property in almost any country 
in the world except the United Kingdom. 
It has been stated on previous occasions 
that the desire for this legislation does 
not proceed from the colonies, but I do 
not think that this opinion prevails at the 
present time. I may repeat what I stated 
in 1898, that the Bill has the approval of 
the Government of Canada and of all 
the Australasian and South African 
colonies. Further, that the representa- 
tives of these colonies in London have 
been instructed by their Governments to 
support the Bill. It is also supported by 
the delegates from Australia who are now 
in this country to promote the Bill for 
the federation of Australasia, a measure 
which we all hope shortly to see passed 
into law. What the measure really 
represents, what, in effect, the desire of 
the colonies represents, is a constitutional 
endeavour on the part of Her Majesty’s 
subjects outside the United Kingdom to 
secure for themselves and their children 
proper treatment when they come to 
their motherland, and to remove the 
disabilities to which they are now sub- 
jected, and which I cannot think the 
people of this country or the Parliament 
which makes the laws for the good 
government of the country and of 
the Empire wish to perpetuate. It 
has been said that to pass the law 
would be invidious, as it would make the 
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marriages contracted in the colonies legal 
in the United Kingdom, the principle 
of such marriages not having been accepted 
in this country. In my judgment there 
is no parallel between the two cases, and. 
the argument is not sound. Such 
marriages are not legal in the United 
Kingdom, and the question does not,, 
therefore, arise in the same way. But 
such marriages are legal in the colonies, 
with the assent of the Crown, and why 
should the children of such marriages when 
they come to the motherland—to the 
homes of their ancestors—bear the mark 
of disgrace? Why should they be 
legitimate in one part of the Empire and 
illegitimate in another, when the marriage 
is perfectly legal under laws passed by 
local Parliaments and assented to by the 
Queen ? It is a surprise generally in the 
outlying portions of the Empire that the 
present state of things has been allowed 
to continue so long. I will not weary 
your Lordships by reading extracts 
from the press of this country, which 
seems to be almost unananimous in 
favour of the measure. The evil 
which it seeks to remedy has been 
called a blunder, if not a crime, and I 
cannot but think, if your Lordships will 
pass this measure with unanimity, that it 
will have considerable weight in another 
place, and that it may also lead to the 
Government taking the measure in hand, 
as I think they ought to do, and giving 
it such facilities as will ensure its becom- 
ing the law of the land during the present 
session of Parliament. The present time 
appears to be a singularly appropriate 
one for such action on the part of your 
Lordships as I have ventured to recom. 
mend. For the last few years there has 
been a great awakening of the Imperial 
sentiment. The different parts of. the. 
Empire have vied with one another in 
demonstrating their loyalty to the Crown 
and to the Empire. They have shown 
not only the desire but the determination 
to share both in its joys and in its 
troubles, and we have at the present 
time in South Africa an object lesson to 
the world of the practical unity of the 
different parts of the British Empire, 
which has awakened an enthusiasm, both 


in the motherland and in_ every 
part of the world where the British 
flag flies, never witnessed before. 


Let me appeal to your Lordships, there- 
fore, to pass this measure unanimously, , 
and to show in that way your feeling of 
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‘the justice of the request that has been | many centuries, and many attempts have 
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| 


made by the colonies, and further, that | been made in vain to alter it. If the 
‘we are determined, so far as the House of | noble Lord would begin at the other end, 
Lords is concerned, that we will not re-| and endeavour to make marriage with a 
cognise for a moment longer than is | deceased wife’s sister lawful in this 
absolutely necessary the evil which for | country, his action would be intelligible. 
so many years the colonies have been| The sole question is that of the 


patiently urging Parliament to redress. | inheritance of land in 


Such a decision on the part of this House, 
followed by action on the part ‘of the 


Government, such as I have ventured to | 
‘suggest, and by the rapid passage of the | 


Bill through the House of Commons, 


would be regarded in every part of the | 


> 


fellow-subjects who are so closely con- 
nected with us hy common ancestry, by 
‘common patriotism, by common love for 
the Empire to which we are all proud to 
‘belong, and by common 
veneration for our gracious Sovereign. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
second time.—(The Lord Strathcona and 
Mount Royal.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I so far 
agree with my noble friend that I think 


this subject is one with which it is} 
hardly possible to deal without repeating | 


former arguments, as the noble and 


learned Lord the Chancellor of the Duchy | 


of Lancaster stated when this Bill was 
before your Lordships in 1898. My 
‘opinions on the question are fixed, and it 
will be impossible for me to assent to the 
‘Second Reading of the 
division. 
‘Lordships to divide. I think a little too 
much has been made of the suggestion 
‘that in the present state.of the world the 
loyalty of the colonies to us is an addi- 
‘tional argument in favour of the Bill. 
We, both the mother country and the 
colonies, have peculiarities of our own. 
What lies at the:root of this question is 
imarriage witha deceased wife's sister, and 
‘the difficulty with which my neble friend 
seeks to deal is one that arises from the 
fact that the law of the mother <ountry 
and of the colonies is different. We must 
ascept that fact, and until the law is al- 
.tered the consequences of that law ought 
.to be confined in each case to the country 
where the law belongs. There is no 
reason in common sense why yeu should 
insist upon applying the law .of the 
‘colonies to this country. The law of in- 


\heritance in this country has lasted for 
Lord Strathcona and Mount STioyal. 


Empire as a message of goodwill to our | 


loyalty and | 


3ill_ without a | 
I am afraid I must ask your | 


England. I 
protest, as I have protested before, 
/against the title of this Bill. It is 
not a Bill having relation to colonial 
marriages. If the true title were given 
to the Bill, it would be “A Bill to alter 
the Law of Inheritance in Respect of Real 
Property in England.” The Bill at 
present assumes a title to which it has no 
‘claim. I must say that when I first read 
this Bill I was under the impression that 
| good faith towards your Lordships had 
not been observed, but I quite accept the 
explanation of the noble Lord that the 
intention was to introduce the Bill as 
/amended by your Lordships in 1898. — I 
would like to call noble Lords’ attention 
to the fact that the consequence of making 
marriage with a deceased wife's sister 
legal in the colonies was foreseen at the 
| time and accepted by the colonies through 
several of their delegates..° That con- 
/sequence was that the children of such 
marriages would not inherit real property 
in England. Through the mouths of 
their delegates several of the colonies ex- 
pressed their complete content with that 
condition ‘of things. Sir Alexander 
| Campbell, of Canada, said— 


“We altered our law to suit our position 
in conformity with the desire of the people, 
and we are quite willing that the people of 
| England should retain their laws until they see 
| the necessity for changing them.” 
Canada, Newfoundland, the Cape, Wes- 
|tern Australia, and New Zealand dis- 
sociated themselves from any desire to 
| press for a change of the law relating to 
| real property in this country, and the fol- 
| lowing was an observation made by Sir 
Thomas Upington, then Attorney General 
for the Cape— 


| “Speaking generally, because the colonies 

had been allowed to legislate on this subject 
| of marriage, it did not well become them to 
| turn round and say, ‘ You sanctioned the law, 


and therefore now you must alter your law to 
? 


| suit us.’’ 


It appears to me that this question is 
argued on an entirely false basis. It is 
/not a question which affects the colonies 
|atall. For their purpose the law is as 
| they would have it. It has been suggested 
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on their behalf that they want to come 
and alter the law of this country, but I 
do not think that that demand is justi- 
fied. Ona former occasion I challenged 
my noble friend to say whether there had 
been a single instance of hardship under 
the application of this law. My noble 
friend did not answer me then, and he 
has not mentioned the matter now. So 
it is only an abstract resolution which he | 
wants to put on the Statute-book. What- | 
ever the definition of domicile may be, it 
is to be*assumed that if a person leaves 
this country for another it is with the 
object of acquiring a domicile in that other | 
country. It seems to me that this is an | 
attempt by a side wind to deal, not'| 
with an existing grievance, but to deal 
with something which may perchance 
facilitate another alteration in the law. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, I agree 
with my noble and learned friend on the 
Woolsack that the subject was so very 


fully debated two years ago that it is | 
difficult to throw any new light upon it ; | 


but I cannot agree with my noble and 
learned friend as to the misnomer of this 
Bill. It is a Bill to relieve persons domi- 


ciled in the colonies of this Empire of a | 
grievance which it cannot be doubted | 


exists. I believe every one of your Lord- 


ships who has had the honour of acting as | 


Governor of any of the colonies endorses 
what has been said by the noble Lord 


who moved the Second Reading of the | 


Bill—that it is a grievance which is 
seriously felt in the colonies. It may be 
a sentimental grievance at the present 
time, but it may at any time become a 
practical grievance. Even if it remained 


a sentimental ore, I contend that 
it could be removed without any 
sacrifice of principle on the part 
of this country. There are three 


cardinal facts which we thust bear in 
mind in approaching the consideration 
of this Bill. The first is that every one of 
Her Majesty’s colonies, except one, has 
passed a Bill legalising marriage between 
a man and his deceased wife’s sister. It 
is not even confined to the colonies, 


because so recently as 1896 a Bill for the | 


same purpose was passed by the States 


of Jersey, and, under the advice of Her | 


Majesty’s present Ministers, received the 
Royal assent. The second cardinal fact 


which we would do well to bear in mind | 


is that the people who are affected by 
this anomaly in the law are not strangers 
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or foreigners, either in race or religion, 
but are, not only in a metaphorical and 
general sense, but frequently in a very 
true and literal sense, our own brothers, 
sisters, and cousins. The third fact 
which I think we have to bear in mind is 
that it is conceded on all hands that these 
marriages are legal marriages in this 
country on general principles of inter- 
national law. For example, the offspring 
of such marriages would have a right to 
succeed to the intestate succession in per- 
sonal estate, and to personal estate be- 
queathed by an English will under the 
description of a child of the legatee. 
Personal estate in this country includes 
leaseholds. A man might own a lease- 





| 
| 
| 
| 


|hold estate of 999 years at a nominal 


| rental, which is practically equivalent to 
|a freehold, and the offspring of one of 
| these marriages would be entitled to suc- 
| ceed to leasehold property, and yet would 
| be denied the right to succeed to freehold. 
| A person becoming domiciled in Canada 
and Australia, leaving behind him rela- 
tives in this country, may or may not 
die intestate, and he may have made con- 
ditions under which children of such 
marriages would be able to succeed if 
not debarred in this way. If the rule 
which excludes the offspring of these 


|marriages from succeeding to real 
estate by succession did not exist, 
|no man in possession of his senses 
would think of passing such a rule 
and of making this trumpery  dis- 


tinction, which rests on no sound principle 
whatever. The late Lord Esher, in the 
debate in 1898, expressed his opinion that 
the offspring of such marriages as those 
we are discussing would not be excluded 
from succession to real property. I am 
bound to say I do not agree with him. I 
think it would be difficult to maintain the 
position which Lord Esher tcok up, but it 
is worth while considering for a moment 
why Lord Esher arrived at that opinion. 
He said the person entitled to succeed to 
the intestate succession, or as an heir in 
tail of real estate in this country, is by 
common law the eldest son of the last 
owner born in lawful wedlock, and that 
the son of one of these marriages does 
fulfil those conditions. I entirely agree 
with the latter statement, but my con- 
science as a lawyer will not allow me to 
concur in the conclusion to which Lord 
Esher arrived. But the reasons which 
Lord Esher gave are strong reasons for 
no longer retaining the exclusion which 
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my noble and learned friend on the Wool- 
sack desires to perpetuate. It is some- 
times said that it is no real grievance, 
because the man who has made one of 
these marriages may make a will and 
thereby pass any of his real estate in 
England to his son, although the latter 
would not succeed him if he died intes- 
tate. But it is not a question of. the 
father making a will. More frequently 
the succession would come either through 
a grandfather or uncle or some collateral 
relation. It may be that a man has died 
intestate and the relation has to be traced 
through the parent of one of these ma-- 
riages. You would stop there, and not 
allow the son to succeed. That cannot 
be cured by any will made by 
either of the parents. I am_ sure 
it must be within the knowledge of many 


of your Lordships—I, myself, know more | 


than one instance—that younger sons of 
some of your Lordships’ families emigrate 
and settle in the colonies and marry 
there, possibly without any expectation 
that they will one day be called upon to 
succeed to the family honours or the 
family estate. it strikes me as a very 
great injustice that if a man who has 
settled, say, in Canada, and has married 
there in a maaner which is allowed by 
the laws of that country, which brings no 
reprobation or stigma with it, should be 
called upon by an accidental series of 
deaths or failure of issue to return to 
England and assume a position as an 
owner of property in this country, the 
estate at his death should not go to his 
son as the heir in tail, but should 
pass to some collateral branch of the 
family whom he probably never knew. 
I submit that that is not an 
impossible case. We have not had 


sufficient experience of these marriages | 


to know that it is an actual case, but it is 
a case which may well be contemplated. 
I did not understand the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack to say that 
Her Majesty’s consent was given to the 
Bills which were passed by the Colonies 
for the purpose of legalising 
marriages under any condition. [ under- 
stand that my noble friend quoted words 


from a speech of Lord Knutsford in the | 


debate of 1898—words which were used 


by certain persons who for some purposes 
y | 


represented the colonies on that occasion. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: What I 
said was that this was contemplated at 


Lord Davey. 


{LORDS} 


these | 
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' the time by the delegates who represented 
| the colonies. 


Lorp DAVEY: I did not think 
that any statement would proceed 
from the noble and learned Lord to 
the effect that the Queen’s consent 
was given conditionally, and I think I 
' said that I did not understand the noble 


| and learned Lord to have said that. Nor 
do I understand that the delegates 
who have been referred to had any 


authority whatever to pledge the colonies 
even for the time being, and they cer- 
tainly had none to pledge their suc- 
cessors. There is no authority whatever 
for saying that the colonies at the present 
day are in the least debarred from pur- 
suing what they conceive to be justice 
by anything which took place when the 
colonial Bills were passed. I remember 
that in the previous debate the famous 
old sentence was recited, when the barons 
with one voice said, “ Nolumus leges 


| Anglie mutari.” But I would re. 
mind your Lordships that at the 
time when the assembled barons 


shouted those words in opposition to 
the Episcopal Bench of the day, 
Angliw meant a very differeat thing from 


what we understand by the British 
Empire of the present day. They were 
legislating for England alone. England 


alone and not the whole of Great Britain 
| was the subject of the monarchy of this 
kingdom, but to-day we are confronted by 
wholly different circumstances. We have 
now to deal with what is the law of an 
integral portion of the British Empire. 
It isa law affecting the status of our fellow- 
subjects ina large portion of the Empire. 
| Are we, in regard to fellow-subjects who 
are legitimate by every principle of law, 
to keep upa solitary shred of what I do 
not hesitate to call an obsolete law, framed 
under totally different conditiens from 
those now pre vailing, in order to exclude 
them from succeeding to the intestate 
succession of real estate ? 


THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF YORK: 
My Lords, the noble Lord who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill made 
a special appeal to the occupants of 
this Bench, and I feel bound in courtesy 
to him to say that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, and I believe I speak for a large 
number of my brother Bishops, we do not 
see any reason why we should alter our 
opinion on this subject. Nor was there 


‘ 
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anything in the speech of the noble Lord 
that would induce us to do so. The 
truth is, we believe that no real grievance 
exists at all. It has never appeared. It 
is an imaginary grievance. But allowing 
for the moment that it does exist, it is a 
grievance caused by the acts of the 
colonists themselves. It has not origi- 
nated in England, but in the colonies. 
On the other hand, it can be removed in 
the easiest way by the execution of a 
testament. The noble and learned Lord 
who has just spoken from the other side 
of the House has referred in terms of dis- 
paragement to the opinion given some 
years ago by the delegates who have 
been referred to. But if the testimony 
of the delegates of some years ago 1s 
to be disregarded, why should not 
the same treatment be accorded to the 
evidence and claims of the delegates of 
to-day? The noble and learned Lord 
pointed out the grave anomaly, as it is 
considered by many, in the law of inherit- 
ance in England which distinguished be- 
tween a 999 years lease and real pro- 
perty. But that is an anomaly affecting 
everyone of your Lordships, and everyone 
throughout the kingdom. It is not a 
matter connected simply with marriage 
in the colonies with a deceased wife’s 
sister. The case of Jersey was also cited 
by the noble and learned Lord, but 
recently an attempt was made to bring 
about the same state of things in the 
neighbouring Island of Guernsey. This 
attempt absolutely failed. The experience 
they had had of what was done by their 
neighbours in Jersey led them to take 
this step. The fact is, this Bill betrays 
its spirit and its purpose by its preamble, 
which runs— 


“Whereas it is expedient to amend the 
law as to marriage with a deceased wife’s 
sister.” 


That is the real meaning of the Bill, 
and everything that has been said in this 
debate might have been urged in favour 
of the alteration in our own law. But 
as we are not, I trust, prepared to make 
that alteration, I do not see that any 
sufficient reason has been adduced by the 
noble Lord who introduced the Bill, or 
by his supporters, to win assent to a Bill 
which would have a very far-reaching 
effect, and would inevitably be made use 
of as a reason for going still further when 
the time came to discuss again marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister in England. 
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| The assent of Her Majesty’s Government 
| to the measures passed by the colonies has 
_been pleaded as a reason for passing this 
Bill, and if this Bill is passed it will 
in its turn be quoted in support of a 
measure to permit such marriages in 
England. I trust that in view of these 
considerations, and in the absence of any 
real grievance on the part of the colonies 
—or, at any rate, any real grievance not 
caused by themselves—the House will 
decline to give its sanction to this Bill. 


*EarL CARRINGTON : My Lords, it 
was with regret that I heard the speech 
of the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack. We who are in favour of this 
Bill had hopes that some arrangement 
might have been come to by which the 
' Bill would be allowed to pass its Second 
Reading without a division. But that is 
not to be, and therefore we must do the 
best we can to fight for the prin- 
ciples which we maintain. I would ask 
your Lordships to imagine the case 
—quite a possible one-—of a rich Aus- 
tralian squatter who had made two or 
three millions in New South Wales and 
had come over to England to spend the 
remainder of his life. Let it be supposed 
that he had married his deceased wife's 
sister. He might be a man of great re- 
| spectability and honoured in his own 
country. He might even be the man who 
is made the first Australian peer, and he 
might be sitting next to my noble friend 
|Lord Strathcona and Mount Royal, of 
‘the Dominion of Canada, Naturally, he 
would want a house, and he might take 
one in Curzon Street on a 999 years 
lease. It may not be large enough, and 
he may acquire some freehold land at 
the back in order to add to it a 
| ball-room or a billiard-room. An acci- 
'dent may happen to him, either owing 
‘to the rigour of the climate, or to his 
being knocked down by a hansom cab, 
and he may die intestate. Then what 
would be the position of his son? He 
would send for a lawyer, who would tell 
him: “ You are neither fish, flesh, fowl, 


'nor good red herring, but a mixture of 


all four. So long as you are in your 
leasehold house in Curzon Street you are 
legitimate, and that house belongs to you 
because it is leasehold ; but if you go into 
your ballroom at the back of your house, 
| that part of the house does not belong to 
you, because you are a bastard.” Then 
| the son would say, ‘‘ What is my position 
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in the House of Lords?” The reply | clergyman will be reinstated in another 
might be: “No doubt your father was a | charge. I again express my disappoint- 
peer, but whether your mother would | ment that your Lordships,cannot come to 
have been admitted into the Peeress’s | an agreement on this question. I should 
Gallery is a question of great difficulty, | have hoped that just at this moment the 
which only Lord <Aneaster, the Lord | House of Lords would, with a good grace, 
Great Chamberlain, could determine. | have come to a decision which it could 
But one thing is absolutely certain. | not be denied would be in accordance 
You cannot inherit a freehold estate, and | with the wishes of the colonies at large. 
a peerage is freehold, and therefore you | What I would have asked the House of 
cannot be a peer. Your father bought a | Lords todowith reference to this Bill would 
shooting estate in the county of Norfolk. | have been to say, “Give the colonies what 
That also is freehold ; and although you | they want, even if you give it as if you 
can inherit his vast riches in his own | were getting something in return.” Why 
country you cannot inherit that estate in | should not the House of Lords follow the 
the county of Norfolk. There are no | very wise precedent set by Mr. Chamber- 
relations that we can lay our hands upon, | lain in relation to the Australian Com- 
and that property must revert to the|monwealth Bill? Alter the clauses as 
Crown.” That is to say, it would be | you like, turn them upside down as Mr. 
annexed by the mother country just in| Chamberlain did in the Commonwealth 
the same manner as the Transvaal and | Bill, but give the colonies what they ask 
the Orange Free State are going to be | for, just as the House of Commons granted 
annexed. My Lords, can you conceive | Australia all it insisted on. 

such a position for an individual to be in ? 
This is not a fancy picture. It represents} THe Ear or KIMBERLEY: My 
an actual state of things and one which, I | Lords, I shall not detain the House for 
submit, ought not to be allowed to| more than a few minutes, but I wish to 
continue. _Of course, we all bow) notice an argument used by the noble 
with the greatest respect to religious|and learned Lord on the Woolsack. I 
opinion, but I would respectfully ask|was very much surprisea to hear it 
the most rev. Prelate who has just ad-| suggested by the Lord Chancellor that 
dressed the House if he honestly thinks | there was any understanding in relation 
that the views he has expressed are | to these Colonial Bills. Of course, there 
really the best in the long run for the havebeena great many of these Bills. Ifmy 
Church of England—of which his Grace | memory doesnot deceive me, I advised Her 
is so distinguished an ornament—in the | Majesty to assent to the first Bill that 
colonies and all over the world? The | was made for amending the law in one of 
most rev. and right rev. bench must /|the Australian colonies, and certainly I 
know, from the opportunities they have | have not the smallest remembrance of 
had of seeing the colonial bishops, what | any condition or any kind of under- 
the opinion of the English bishops in the | standing in regard to the law of 
colonies on this great question is. In | real property in this country. We had, 
fact, it was only at the end of the last | I know, very considerable doubt on the 
year that a clergyman of the Church of | matter. Personally, I was always in 
England in Victoria, the Rev. G. Poynder, | favour of a change in the law of this 
married his deceased wife’s sister. Having | country. We recognised that there was 

. *. . . ! . . . . . 
done this, he sent information to his | considerable inconvenience in having a 
bishop. . The Bishop of Melbourne, | different marriage law in the colonies 
Bishop Goe, was not at all pleased with | than in the mother country. That was 
what his clergyman had done, and as | the only ground on which there was any 
a punishment he suspended him for | hesitation. I strongly maintain that the 
twelve months. That, my Lords, Ishould last argument that ought to be used in 
be inclined to think was rather too pro- | this connection is, “ Take care, for if you 
longed a honeymoon. But at the end of | let this Bill pass you will have a Bill to 
six months he wrote to the clergyman to | alter the marriage law in this country.” I 
say that, at the expiration of this period, | do not think that is a fair argument to 
as he had resigned, he could appoint him | use towards the colonies. If we in this 
to another charge. I am given to under- | country do not wish to make marriages 
stand that that will be done, and that, at | with a deceased wife's sister legal it is 
the end of twelve calendar months, the | entirely in our power to refuse to 
Earl Carrington, 
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do so. There is no reason why we 
should put particular persons _ in 
the colonies under a very galling 


and very unpleasant disability, especially 
after we have consented deliberately to 
Bill after Bill making these marriages | 
legal in the colonies. It seems to me | 
totally inconsistent with our previous 
action. What possible harm can there 
be in altering the law as regards persons 
domiciled—I agree that that word is 
necessary to prevent people going to the 
colonies to evade the English law—in the 
colonies? It is not a wise policy, in my 
opinion it is not a sound policy, that 
because you have not made this change 
in the law here—although I believe the 
present law is not by any means 
acceptable to the majority of the people 
of this country—therefore you 
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to refuse to colonists and their children 

who are legitimate there all the privileges 
of legitimate children here, because, for- 
sooth, you are afraid that the passing 
of this Bill may increase the power of 
those who wish to make this great change 
in the marriage law of this country. I 
do not believe, indeed, the Bill will have 
much effect. This is a Colonial question, 
not an English question. I take the Bill 
on its merits; and on its own merits, 
apart altogether from what opinion there 
may be here with regard to the best 
marriage law, I contend that in the 
interests of the Empire and of justice 
to our fellow-subjects in the colonies 
this Bill ought to pass into law. 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 


are | 116; Not Contents, 31. 
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Greville, L. 





Halsbury, “a (L. Chancellor.) 
(E: Privy Seal.) 


York, L. A 
Cross, V. 





Abercorn, M. 





Hopetoun, L. (2. Hopetoun.) 


(2. 


Brougham and Vaux, L. 


Cheylesmore, L. 


(V. de Vesct.) 


(E. Elgin and Kin- | 


Hare, L. (2. Listowel.) 
Hawkesbury, L. [Zed/er.] 
Hay, L. (2. Kinnoul.) 
NOT-CONTENTS. 
Northumberland, D. [TZed/er.] 


Headley, L. 

Heneage, L. 

Hothfield, L. 

Hylton, L. 

Kelvin, L. 

Kilmaine, L. 

Kintore, L. (2. Kintore.) 

Lawrence, L. 

Leigh, L. 

Lister, L. 

Ludlow, L. 

Manners of Haddon, L. (Af. 
Granby.) 

Monk Bretton, L. 

Monkswell, L. 

Mostyn, L. 

Mount Stephen, L. 

Napier, L 

Newlands, L. 

Newton, L. 

Norton, L. 

Penrhyn, L. 

Pirbright, L. 

tathmore, L. 

Reay, L. 

Rowton, L. 

Sackville, L. 

St. Levan, L. 

Sandhurst, L. 

Saye and Sele, L. 

Shand, L. 

Somerhill, L. (MV. Clanricarde.) 

Strathcona and Mount Royal, 
L. [Zedler.] 

Sudley, L. (4. Arran.) 

Suffield, L. 

| Tweeddale, L. (MW. Tweeddale.) 

| Wandsworth, L. 

Welby, L. 

Wenlock, L. 

Wrottesley, L 
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Feversham, E. St. Albans, L. Bp. Clinton, L. 
Lauderdale, E. | Winchester, L. Bp. Colchester, L. 
Mansfield, E. Fairlie, L. (E. Glasgow.) 
Waldegrave, E. | Addington, L. Gage, L. (V. Gage.) 
Halifax. V | Aldenham, L Glanusk, L. 
conde V, | Balfour, L. Hatherton, L. [Zedler.] 

eis | Carysfort, L. (£. Carysfort.) Meldrum, L. (M. Huntly.) 
Ely, L. Bo. | Clanwilliam, L. (2. Clanwil- | Raglan, L. 
Manchester, L. Bp. liam.) Rovertson, L. 


Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT 
(1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE Eart or NORTHBROOK: I 
have to ask your Lordships to give a 
Second Reading to this Bill. It is a very 
small one, and its object is to avoid the 
necessity of holding a meeting of the 
county council in the month of March, 
simply for the purpose of electing a 
chairman. The Bill is permissive. Any 
county council that wishes it may, instead 
of holding a special meeting for this pur- 
pose, conduct the election either in 
March, April, or May. The Bill has 
come from the House of Commons, and 
Ido not believe it has been objected to by 
anyone. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
second time.—(The Earl of Northbrook.) 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 24 accordingly, and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House. 


LUNACY REGULATION (IRELAND) 
BILL [H.1.]. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made. Bill re- 
committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 103.) 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [u.1.]. 


(THIRD READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 











do not intend to oppose its Third 
Reading ; but I must express my regret 
that the noble Lord has not been able 
to accede to our wishes with regard 
to the means of establishing schools 
in districts. I consider that that is one 
of the deficiencies of the Bill. I am 
afraid there are in the Bill certain 
elements of friction between the local 
higher education committees and school 
boards, and for that reason I also regret 
that the noble Lord should not accept my 
Amendment with regard to the appeal to 
be given on Sub-section 3 to Clause 5. 
With regard to the financial differences, I 
very much regret that under the Bill 
deficiencies are created where at present 
there are no deficiencies. I regret that 
in cases where school boards can supply 
all the deficiencies for existing iustitutions, 
there will in the future be a disturbance, 
and a deficiency will be created which 
has hitherto not existed. The last point, 
on which I very much regret the noble 
Lord did not give way, was with regard to 
granting some representation to the edu- 
cational interests of Scotland, which, I 
think, would have strengthened the action 
of the Department, and made it more 
popular in Scotland than at present. I 
do not object to the action of the Depart- 
ment, but think that it is required in 
order to give what I hope the Bill will 
give, but about which | am doubtful— 
not onlyan improved system of secondary 
education, but a system of secondary 
education and technical education. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour of BuRLEIGH): I may 
perhaps not be thought courteous to the 
noble Lord if I do not take notice of his 
remarks. He will not, of course, expect 
me to re-discuss the matters which we 


| settled when the House was in Com- 
mittee. 


Therefore I will not say any- 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a} thing in detail on the points which he 


third time.—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


has raised. 


I am unable to understand 


one point he mentioned, to the effect 
Lorp REAY: I did not oppose the} that the Bill creates deficiencies which 
Second Reading of this Bill, and I]do not now exist. 


I am 


wholly 
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unable to understand that, because 
I think where any change is made 
by the Bill it is in supplying 
deficiencies that exist rather than 


in creating them. The noble Lord says | 


the Bill will create friction between the 
school boards and the local higher 
education committees. I suppose that 
when a point is decided one way or 
another there must be disappointment 
on the side against which the decision 
has been arrived at. To the best of my 
belief, the points which have been raised 
have been decided in accordance with the 
wish of the majority of those who are 


really interested, and until I see stronger | 


proof than I have yet been able to 
discern of any dissatisfaction with the 
views which we arrived at in Committee, 
I shall continue to hold that opinion. I 
thank the noble Lords from Scotland for 
the assistance they have given me in con- 


nection with this Bill, and I sincerely , 


hope it will meet with as favourable a 
reception in the other House. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 3% accordingly ; Amendments 
made; Bill passed and sent to the 
Commons. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION BILL. 

Lorp NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Lord President of the Council if he can 
now say when he hopes to be able to 
introduce his promised Bill on Secondary 
Education. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire): 
I hope on a very early day, after the re- 
assembling of the House—not on the 
first day, but on one day during the first 
week—to make a statement on the sub- 
ject, and to present a Bill. 





PUBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read 2% (according to Order), and 
passed, 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL. [H.t.}. 
*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I have to ask your Lordships 
to read the first time a Bill to amend the 
Military Manceuvres Act, 1897, and to 
give further facilities for rifle and artil- 
lery practice. We desire to amend the 
Act of 1897 in one or two particulars 
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where experience has shown us that the 
machinery of the Act is needlessly com- 
plicated and cumbrous. The Manceuvres 
Commission appointed under the Act of 
1897 called our attention to some of these 
difficulties, and we think the time has 
come for removing them. The _prin- 
cipal provisions of the Bill are these: 
Under the Act of 1897 we are not 
permitted to schedule the same 
land more than once in five years, 
even though it is not used. The 
Bill proposes that the same land may be 
scheduled a second time within the five 
years if it was not used on the first 
occasion. Again, the Act of 1897 re- 
quires that six months notice shall be 
given to the local authorities. The length 
of that notice has been found very in- 
convenient. It means giving notice for 
the August manceuvres at a time when 
the financial arrangements of the year are 
not very far advanced, and when you 
scarcely know whether or not manceuvres 
will be held. We propose in this Bill to 
substitute three for six months notice. 
| Then we propose an increase in the num- 
bers of the Manceuvres Commission, 
‘retaining, of course, the same propor- 
‘tion between the representative and 
\the nominated members. The num- 
| bers laid down by the Act of 1897 
‘have been found to give a body rather 
too small for convenience. A new power 
is also given with regard to the closing 
of roads. Under the Act of 1897 a road 


| or footpath may be closed for forty-eight 


hours upon an order from two justices of 
the peace, and county main or parish 
roads may be closed for twelve hours 
upon an order from two justices sitting in 
petty sessions of the division through 
which the road passes ; and in the case of 
those roads—the more important roads— 
seven days notice must be given in the 
local newspapers. Where the road to be 
closed is a much frequented road, and 
is to be closed for so long a period 
as twelve hours or forty-eight hours, 
precautions of this kind are no doubt 


‘indispensable; but we think they are 
excessive when they stand in the way of 


a comparatively brief interruption of 
the traffic for military purposes. We 
propose, therefore, that power shall be 
given to the officer in command of the 
troops to close a road for not more than 
two hours in any one day without the 
notice required for closing a road fora 
| longer period under the Act of 1397. I 
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believe this change will, upon the whole, 
be for the public convenience as well as 
for that of the troops. I believe it will 
be more for the public convenience 
that when troops are traversing the 
country the traffic should be altogether 
interrupted for an hour or two than that 
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position where your Lordships can inspect 
them. The areas selected for rifle fire 
are, one at Woolmer in the Alder- 
shot district; one at Cannock Chase ; 
one in the neighbourhood of Lewes ; and 
a fourth in the New Forest. The areas 
which may be used both for rifle and 





an effort should be made to pass the | artillery practice are Dartmoor; three 
troops through at a time when the road | places in Ireland—one in the Morne 
is still being made use of for purposes of | Mountains, the other at Kilworth, and a 
civil traffic. These brief interruptions of | third at a place called Glen Imaal; and 
the traffic which we propose are, I think, | there is a fifth area in North Wales called 
somewhat analogous to those temporary | Trawsfynydd in Merionethshire. I 
interferences with the traffic of the streets | believe that if these powers are given to 
with which we are so familiar upon great | us they will be of very great service in 
public occasions in the metropolis, when | the training of our troops. I trust, 
we see policemen, for a few moments | therefore, that the Bill will receive the 
together, arresting the stream in order | favourable consideration of your Lord- 
that when it flows again it may flow with | ships. 

facility and without interruption. I am | 

afraid we may be told that we are| Bill read 1*; and to be printed; 
placing the officer in command of the | (No. 104.) 

troops in a _ position which might 


enable him to interfere with the doctor a ’ 
on his way to a patient, or with the | RESERVE FORCES BILL [1.1.}. 


clergyman on his way to the church.| *fHE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
But in these matters I think we may | My Lords, I have toask your Lordships to 
safely trust to the discretion of the | give a First Reading to a Bill to amend 
officers placed in charge of those military | the Reserve Forces Act, .1882. The 
operations. The Bill contains another | Reserve, as your Lordships may be aware, 
provision which is of considerable im- | OW consists of two divisions. In the first 
portance, and which ‘is quite distinct | place there are the men who, after serving 
from those provisions which have refer-| Seven years with the colours, serve for 
ence to ordinary military manceuvres. | five years with the Reserve, receiving 
We propose to take power to use certain | Reserve pay at the rate of sixpence per 
scheduled areas during twenty days in| day. In the next place there are the men 
the year, and for not more than five con- | who, after the twelve years have been com- 
secutive days, for artillery and rifle fire. | pleted, are allowed to serve on in the Re- 
It is provided that suitable notice shall be | serve for a further period of four years, re- 
given of the intention to make use of the | ceiving pay at the rate of fourpence a day. 
areas, and that compensation shall be paid | Under the law as it now stands, the Re- 
to those whose interests may suffer. The | servists of the second division cannot be 
areas which we have scheduled—we have | called up until all the Reservists of the 
distinguished between areas for rifle fire, | first division have been exhausted. The 
and areas both for rifle and artillery | operation of that rule has proved ex- 
fire—are mostly moorland, and not| tremely inconvenient. Regiments are 
thickly inhabited, and we believe that | not provided with Reservists of the first 
the use of these areas will be of very | division in uniform numbers. Some have 
great advantage for the training of our! more and some have less than they 
troops. Our soldiers are sometimes re-| require for the purposes of mobilisation. 
proached with a want of resource and of | It follows that some regiments want their 
power to adapt their tactics to the country | Reservists of the second division long 
in which they are operating. But that is| before the other regiments ; but the law 
hardly matter for surprise, seeing that all | requires that the regiment which is defi- 
their instruction and training takes place | cient in Reservists of the first division 
in areas and at rifle and artillery ranges | must not call upon its men of the second 
with every yard and feature of which | division until all the other regiments have 
they are perfectly familiar. Maps of the | called up the whole of their Reservists of 
scheduled areas will be exhibited, and I | the first division. In other words, the 
will take care that they are placed in a|law says you may not take the men 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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whom you do want until the other | 
regiments have called up a number 
of men whom they do not want. 
The operation of that has been extremely 
inconvenient. I will give your Lordships 
a case which occurred quite recently. A 
certain number of Line regiments had 
got to the end of their Reservists of the 
first division, and we wanted to call up 
their second division men. The Guards, 
on the other hand, for reasons with which 
I need not trouble the House, had by no 
means got to the end of their first 
division reservists ; and so, in order to 
enable the Line regiments to get the men 
they wanted, we were obliged to call up 
the whole of the remainder of the Guards 
first division men, and, as we did not 
want them, to send them away on fur- 
lough. I need not say that the result 
was inconvenient and expensive to the 
War Office, and no less inconvenient to 
those unfortunate soldiers who were called 
up at a moment when we did not 
require them. The Bill simply proposes 
to amend the law to this effect—that any 
regiment which has exhausted its own 
first division Reservists may call up its 
own second division men, even though 
other regiments have not come to the end 
of their first division men. This change 
in the law will to some extent increase 
the liability of the Reservists in the 
second division, and I think it will be 
necessary to add somewhat to their reserve 
pay. Of course, the effeet of the Bill will 
be prospective, and it will not apply to 
men who are already serving in the 
Reserve. , 


Bill read 1¢; and to be printed. 
105.) 


(No. 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Seven oi the Clock, to Mon- 
day the 18th of June next, a 
quarter past four of the Clock. | 


| 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_—e 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL ‘BY ORDER). 


Order for the Third Reading read. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said the object of the Bill 
was to acquire certain lands in the coun- 
ties of Flint, Denbigh, Carnarvon, and 
Anglesey for the purpose of widening the 
line and making necessary alterations in 
stations. He was sure that no one would 
wish to place any obstacle in the way of 
the company making such improvements, 
which were called for by the greatly 
increased traffic on the North Wales 
coast. His only object in intervening in 
the debate was to draw attention to the 
fact that, although the traffic was so 
heavy that the line, already a double line, 
had to be converted into a quadruple line, 
providing two sets of rails for slow and 
two for express traffic, no reduction what- 
ever was made in the maximum rates for 
carrying goods traffic, which were much 
higher on the Chester and Holyhead sec- 
tion than on other portions of the main 
line. The line from Chester to Holyhead 
was originally constructed by the Chester 
and Holyhead Railway Company. One 
of the pleas that had been put forward 
for higher rates was that the original cost 
of construction was high. Whether that 
was so or not, it was hardly for the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company to put forward that plea, seeing 
that they bought the line at one half the 
cost of its construction, and they there- 
fore got it very cheaply. Moreover, at 
the time the line was made the cost 
of land was very much less than at 


present. They complained, too, that 
traffic could only be drawn from 
one side of the railway, and _ that 


the coast was rugged ; but it was the sea 
which had caused those difficulties, that 
induced tourists by the tens of thousands 
to visit the North Wales coast. It had 
caused large and populous watering 
places, and a number of. smaller but 
rapidly growing towns, to spring up all 
along the coast-line ; indeed, it looked as if 
the North Wales coast-line would in time 
become one continuous line of houses. 
These towns had enormously increased 
the goods and passenger traffic of the 
company—increased it, indeed, to such an 
extent that it was necessary for the com- 
pany to come to Parliament for fresh 
powers to enable them to deal with the 
great and constantly growing volume of 
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traffic, not only along the North Wales 
coast, but also the through traffic between 
England and Ireland. The rates charged 
on this line were discussed in Parliament 


in the year 1891, when the House of | 


Commons reduced the rate levied on 
goods under Table A. to ‘95d., under a 
penny per ton per mile, the same rate as 
that charged on other sections of the 
main line. The House of Lords, however, 
raised the rate to 1}d. per ton per mile. 
Finally, the rate was fixed at 1jd. per 
ton per mile. It still remained at that 
figure ; to-day it was 25 per cent. higher 
than the rates on other sections of the 
main line up to distances not exceeding 
twenty miles; it was 32 per cent. up 
to distances of fifty miles—60 per cent. 
higher for distances above fifty miles. 
The traders’ contention was that there 
was nothing to justify the maximum rate 
being placed at a higher figure than ‘95d. 
per ton per mile, the amount charged on 
other sections of the main line, and he 
had never heard any argument which 
could not be easily refuted to show that 
any higher rate should be charged. If 
ever there was any reason for charging 
higher rates, it had long ago ceased to 
exist. The London and North Western 
Railway Company, by reason of the very 
configuration of the coast, occupied such 
afavourable position that no rival company 
could hope to compete with it for a share 
of the enormous traffic with which it was 
now prepared to deal. It had, in fact, an 
absolute monopoly. Any other company 
attempting to run a parallel line would 
find that the North Western Company 
had taken possession of every point of 
vantage that the coast could afford. The 
company was therefore in possession of 
a great monopoly, and it was the duty of 
Parliament to guard with the most 
scrupulous care the interests of traders 
and consumers, and to see that they were 
fully protected under any statute that 
conferred additional powers on a great 
monopoly. The North Western Railway 
Company had not only secured a 
monopoly of the coast, it had acquired as 
many inland branch lines as possible, so 
that the greater part of North Wales was 
entirely in its hands. In conjunction 
with the Great Western Railway Com- 
pany the London and North Western 
Railway Company had even gone to the 
length of constructing lines for purely ob- 
structive purposes. He would give a case 
in point. About thirty years ago it was 


Mr. Herbert Lewis, 
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| intended to bring a competing line of 


railway into North Wales. The Great 
| Western and the London and North 
Western were determined to prevent com- 
petition, and accordingly constructed a 
line from Wrexham to Mold with the 
object of keeping out the new railway. 
The “obstructive” line was not opened for 
passenger traflic for twenty years, and had 
only been opened within the last few 
years under pressure from the county 
councils and other authorities. He had 
given this instance to show how deter- 
mined these great railway companies 
were to preserve their monopolies. 
That spirit on their part must be. met by 
a corresponding spirit on the part of the 
representatives of the public, that at the 
very least companies which obtain such 
monopolies should not be allowed to 
charge exceptional rates in those portions 
of the country where the monopoly 
existed. He might be asked, why not 
fight this question upstairs? Unfortu- 
nately, the public in North Wales had no 
large and comprehensive organisation to 
| protect their interests in matters of this 
kind. The railway company, a wealthy 
and powerful corporation, cdsuld fight in 
| detail local bodies which were naturally 
| and properly averse to spending the rate- 
| payers’ money in litigation with a great 
‘railway company, which could afford to 
| pay the ablest counsel and get the best 
|expert evidence. They even went the 
length of approaching the witnesses 
‘brought to London to give evidence 
| against them, finding out their individual 
| grievances and settling with them, there- 
| by cutting the ground from under the 
feet of the opposition. The interests 
involved were so great that no effort or 
| expense was spared to make the case of 
|the company as complete as possible. 
Ordinary opponents had no chance what- 
ever against a highly perfected organisa- 
tion of this kind. The contest was so 
unequal that it was not surprising to find 
the councils of small counties, munici- 
|palities, and urban districts shrinking 
from the task of protecting the interests 
of traders and the public in their fear of 
|incurring undue expense. But the 
representatives of constituencies in North 
Wales had the right to protest against 
the charging of these exceptional rates. 
He hoped that opposition to them would 
be continued until full justice was done 
to the manufacturers, traders, and 
general public of North Wales. He 

















1461 


wishe 
met 

court 
in the 
woul 
their 
factu 
other 
charg 
line. 


MR 
Borov 
when 
gard 
brane 
Railw 
has | 
durin: 
as he 
treatn 
along 
reasor 
recoll 
in th 
on thi 
exactl 
on oft 
which 
treatn 
the 
so fa 
part is 
other 
friend 
North 
House 
genial 
anyon 
only t 
constr 
they | 
origin: 
of thi 
North 
No on 
now, v 
to all 
the po 
The m 
pany’s 
differe 
main | 
Holyh 
up to | 
met fre 
and th 
piece « 
Compa 
except 








~~ —_- aon: 





1461 L.& N. W. Railway 


wished the company well, having 
met nothing but kindness and 


courtesy at the hands of its officials | 
' the increased rate, and thus smaller in- 


in the country, and he hoped that they 
would soon see the justice of reducing 
their maximum charges to the manu- 
facturers and traders of Flintshire and 
other counties in North Wales to those 
charged on other portions of their main 
line. 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I think the time has arrived 
when something should be done with re- 
gard to the charges on this particular 
branch of the London and North Western 
Railway Company’s system. The matter 
has been before the House repeatedly 
during the last eight or nine years, and, 
as has been pointed out, exceptional 
treatment is meted out to the residents 
along the Chester and Holyhead line, for 
reasons which are absolutely insufficient. I 
recollect that when thisquestion was raised 
in the House many years ago, the rates 
on this part of the line were reduced to 
exactly the same level as those obtaining 
on other parts of the main line, 
which was surely logical and proper 
treatment, the only difference between 
the sections of the railway being, 
so far as I know, that the Welsh 
part is far more remunerative than any 
other section. My hon. and _ gallant 
friend who represents the London and 
North Western Railway Company in this 
House, and deals with these matters in so 
genial a manner as to make it difficult for 
anyone to oppose him, will not deny not 
only that this part of the line was not 
constructed by his company, but that 
they bought it at less than one-half the 


original cost. Whatever the initial cost | 


of this particular part of the ‘line, the 
North Western Company got it cheap. 
No one else could have bought it, and 
now, with the ruthlessness which pertains 
to all monopolies, they take advantage of 
the position and charge exorbitant rates. 
The maximum rate charged on the com- 


pany’s main line is -95 of a penny. The | 


difference in rate between ‘95d. on the 
main line and 1:25d. on the Chester and 
Holyhead section is due to the fact that 
up to Chester there is competition to be 
met from the Midland, the Great Western, 
and the Great Central lines ; but on this 
piece of coast-line the North Western 
Company are autocrats of the situation 
except so far as traffic can be carried by 
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(sea. When there is a possibility of sea 
'competition the company reduce their 





| 
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rates, but inland towns are forced to pay 


dustries that might be carried on in the 


|rural districts are crushed out of exis- 


tence. I do not see why these places 
should pay higher rates in order that 
Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, 


‘and Nottingham, which are specially 


favoured in the matter of railway com- 
petition, should enjoy cheap rates. The 
maximum ought to be carefully scrutinised 
and reduced to the lowest possible 
point in towns where there is no com- 
petition. The House of Commons gives 
a monopoly to railway companies. In 
some cases it is not detrimental, because 
other companies serve the same district, 
but it is where there is only one line in 
the district ; and I believe that sooner or 
later Parliament will have to see that 
rates in such districts are not piled up in 
order to cover losses created by competi- 
tion in other places. We know that one 
of the greatest problems requiring to be 
solved is caused by the crowding of 
masses of the people into big towns. 
One of the reasons for that is that it is 
impossible for any trade or industry to be 
carried on successfully in the rural dis- 
tricts because of the excessive charges of 
monopolist railways. In 1891, when the 
question of railway rates was before the 
House, I moved an Amendment which 
the Government and the House accepted, 
by which the rates on the Chester and 
Holyhead section were reduced to the 
level of the general rate, but in the 
House of Lords Lord Statybridge—who, in 
addition to being a Peer of the realm, 
is a director of the London and North 
Western Company—moved a return to 
the old figure, and, mustering his railway 
director friends, carried his proposal 
against the opposition of the Govern- 
ment. When the Bill returned to the 
House of Commons at the end of the 
session the present Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer, who was then President of 
ithe Board of Trade, appealed to the 
| House to accept the compromise of 1:25d 
| We did so, and for nine years these little 
| industries have been starved and pinched 
simply because the railway directors 
gathered together in the House of Lords 
and out-voted the Government. It is a 
| most monstrous system by which a ring 
of railway directors are enabled to prove 


_themselves more powerful than the 


Xt 
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Government of the day, and to render it 
absolutely impotent in the face of the 
great railroad monopoly. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon): There seems to be a con- 
spiracy of silence on the part of right hon. 
and hon. Members opposite in regard to 
these grave charges against this railway 
company. We do not object to granting 
the increased facilities demanded by reason 
of the increasing traffic on the North 
Wales line, but we do object to this strong 
company declining to remedy the griev- 
ances and burdens under which the people 
in this district have so long suffered. I 
know they say that they can only draw 
traffic from one side of the line; but as 
against that we can point to the fact that 
on this coast are to be found some of the 
most beautiful and most important water- 
ing resorts, which have been created not 
by the company, but by the sea. 
Although the coast owes a good deal to 
the London and North Western Railway 
Company, I maintain that the company 
owes a great deal more to the coast. 
Besides that, the Chester and Holyhead 
branch of the system is the main artery 
along which the great Irish traffic runs, 
and [ should gather from what I have 
heard even from the directors that that 
traffic alone would be sufficient to make 
the line remunerative, even if they did 
not carry a single passenger or a single 
ton of goods for any part of North Wales. 
A great principle is involved in this, 
The local rates are so excessive that 
commercial men are receiving goods from 
London through the Midland to Liver- 
pool, shipping them to Carnarvon, and 
carting them thence to inland towns, and, 
as was shown at a conference held at 
Bangor in 1896, the charge for the car- 
riage of a horse from an inland town in 
Anglesey to Liverpool is £2, while the 
animal can be sent from Dublin along the 
Holyhead line to Liverpool for 25s., in- 
cluding the return fare of the groom, the 
charge being twice as much trom the in- 
land town for half the distance. Again, 
tradesmen at Bettws-y-Coed can by cart- 
ing from Conway get their goods at a 
cheaper rate than is charged by the 
London and North Western Company. I 
do contend that the company should be 
compelled to readjust its tariff and make 
it the same as obtains on the rest of the 
system. What we want is to get an 


assurance or understanding that this 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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question will be settled on broad and 
liberal lines. It has been said that the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company is conscienceless ; but I must 
say that they have shown conscience in 
the highest degree with respect to the 
war. They have kept the places of Re- 
servists in their service who have had to 
go out to South Africa, open ; and they 
helped the Reservists’ wives and children. 
I only ask them to show conscience in the 
same way to the poor agriculturists of 
North Wales, and solve the problem of 
this long-standing grievance. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): It happens that I repre- 
sent the county of Denbigh, which is 
affected by this Bill, but I only desire to 
draw the special attention of the Com- 
mittee to the real grievance from which 
the farmers suffer by the excessive rates 
demanded by the London and North 
Western Railway Company. I wish to 
endorse all that has been said in regard to 
the attitude of the President of the Board 
of Trade in reference to these rates. We 
appreciate entirely the difficulties he has 
had to contend with in this matter, and I 
hope it is not too late for him to show 
again his personal sympathy, and give his 
personal support to the case we are laying 
before the House. It seems to me that the 
fact that this company holds the practical 
monopoly of North Wales between 
Chester and Holyhead should induce the 
House of Commons to carefully consider 





the question of the rates charged. I 
know, for a fact, that these high rates are 
a material detriment to the trade and 
agriculture of the whole of North Wales ; 
and in these times when we are forced by 
distressful circumstances to give special 
attention to the farming classes of the 
country, I think it is only right that the 
House of Commons should carefully ex- 
amine the points the Welsh Members 
have laid before it. It seems to me 
that a number of new considerations 
have been advanced in the debate, 
and I do not think it unnatural that the 
Government should have some time to 
reconsider this question. Further than 
that, I think it would be only right that 
the question at issue should be again con- 
sidered upstairs. With that object, I 
beg to move that the Bill be recommitted 
in respect of Clause 6, which is the clause 
we wish to bring before the arbitrament 
of the House. There are many grounds 











1465 


on wl 
be w 
forth 
the p 
to Cl. 
this f 
expre 
that ¢ 
ry aes 
ment, 
the B 
have 


An 
“ Te 
third t 
to the 
6.’ aft BA 


Qu 
‘now 


the Q 


Mr 
8.) 3) 
Welsl 
suppa 
again 
Lond 
pany. 
prom 
oppor 
the te 
were 
those 
petiti 
mono 
day ti 
bers, | 
were | 
I thon 
the Si 
two a 
list. ve 
who © 
the | 
direct 

“Th 
like tl 
—he 

hone 
Lond 
pany- 
“can 
mous ; 
policy 
Possil 
direct 


They 





lO Se 





1465 L. & N. W. Railway {28 May 1900} (Wales) Bill. 1466 


on which we can advocate that. It may | against the strongest argument that can 
be urged that evidence has not been | be brought to bear ona question of this 
forthcoming in regard to the attitude of | kind. I saw a moment ago an hon. 
the people of North Wales in reference | Gentleman enter the House—a Minister 
to Clause 6; but I am assured that if| of the Crown who is a paid director of 
this further opportunity is provided for | the London and North Western Railway 
expressing the views of North Wales, | Company, and received his directorship 
that opportunity will be taken advantage after he was appointed a Minister, in 
of. I hope therefore that the Govern-| order that he should use his Ministerial 
ment, or, at all events, the promoters of | position for the purposes of this monopo- 
the Bill, will agree to the suggestion I | list company. 

have made, and not oppose my motion. 








| 
| Hon. Mempers: Oh, oh! 
| 
| 


Amendment, proposed— *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
“To leaye out the words ‘now read the | hon, Member must withdraw that expres- 
third time,’ and add the words ‘ re-committed | sion. The hon. Member said that a 
to the former Committee in respect of Clause | \,. ° , ht ald oo 
6”"—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) | Minister of the Crown has received some 
| appointment with a view to its wrongful 
Question proposed, “ That the words influence upon his conduct as a Member 
‘now read the third time’ stand part of | of this House. 


the Question.” | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Oh no, Sir. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, | spiaiiia aides a 
S.): I rise to support my hon. nh the | ey SPEAKER : That was the nature 
Welsh Members, inasmuch as they have | ° Keane oamen 
supported the Irish Members again and| fon. Mempers: Withdraw ! 
again in their disputations with the é oe p 
London and North Western Railway Com-| Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL : You have 
pany. I hope the Government, or the | misunderstood me, Sir. 
promoters of the Bill, will give us the 
opportunity of enabling us to confer with 
the ten or twelve railway directors who 
were on the Committee as to whether 
those rates, where there is no com- 
petition, should be charged by this 
monopolist company. As [ listened to- 
day to the speeches of the Welsh Mem- 
bers, and to the silence with which they 


Hon. Members: Withdraw! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I shall not 
| withdraw until I have explained. I made 
no personal imputation against the hon. 
Gentleman himself ; but I do say that his 
position, sitting on the Treasury Bench, 
would lead—[Hon. MEMBERS : Oh, oh! 


. r —that is my opinion—might lead to the 
vere received from the Treasury Bench, | . y 3 F 
eee hee oe y Pench, | inference that he is there as a director 


I thought I recollected a speech made by os 

‘Pe | and not as a Minister. 
the Secretary to the Treasury a year or | 
two ago in reference to another monopo- 
list vote. The Secretary to the Treasury, 
who is one of the very few members of 
the Ministry who is not a company 
director, then said— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must withdraw what he first said. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : Of course, 

I do withdraw. I make no_ personal 
“The indirect influence which a big company | implication against the hon. Gentleman ; 
like this” | but what I can say is that, although a 
| position of this kind was not accepted by 
| the hon. Gentleman as a bribe, it may 
London and North Western Railway Com- | have been given to him as a bribe by this 
pany | monopolist company. I think I am fully 
in order in saying that ; and I am very 

“can bring, and is bringing, to bear is enor-| glad that you, Mr. Speaker, have called 


mous ; and it is difficult, to see where public | me to order, because by doing so it will 
policy begins and private interest ends. 


—he was referring to the National Tele- 
phone Company, and I apply it to the 





| expose this system. 

Possibly the Government and the railway | 

directors will not answer that question.| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
They will rally their big battalions hon. Member is now departing from the 
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and that there is a good mail service. [ 
will not dispute with the hon. Member 
| the probability that there is some little 
| excuse for complaint on a point here and 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I think the | there ; but it would be a very singular 
Bill should be recommitted to give the | company which was never found fault 
Government an opportunity of consulting | with. The London and North Western 
with their friends, both in the railway Company, however, have endeavoured to 
interest and outside of it, as to whether | do their duty to the country throughout 
this Bill should be passed or not: It is a| which they run their lines. They have 
scandalous thing that a great public com- | reduced the rates considerably, and their 
pany like the London and North Western | great object is to provide a goo1 service 
Railway company, with their great in-| to the country, and make it as cheap and 
fluence, can use that influence in the | efficient as possible. The object of 
House of Commons as they do. If I) the Bill is to widen about six miles 
have spoken with heat on this question, | of the Chester and Holyhead Railway in 
I hope the House will forgive me, for I| order to increase the attraction of the 
recollect a great contest in regard to an/ public to th: towns and watering-places 
Irish question in which I was engaged in North Wales. Hon. Members who 
with this company. Wherever they oppose the Third Reading of the Bill 
can, they have oppressed the poor, and | must remember that, if it should be re- 
they have endeavoured to raise their | jected by the House, it will impose a very 
dividends by a system which enables | great disability on the company, and be 
them, where there is no competition, to, fraught with very serious consequences to 
impose excessive rates detrimental to the | their traffic. We all wish to increase the 
interests of the country. On all these | attractions of North Wales, but we have 
grounds I hope the Bill will be recom- | also to consider the mercantile aspect of 
mitted ; and if, without disorder, I may affairs in regard to that traffic, and like- 
say this: that I wish to enter my protest wise the commercial interest.of the share- 
in a case of this kind against the appear- holders we represent. With regard to 
ance on the Treasury Bench of a director the toll-powers, they will be the same as 
of a railway company. the maximum rates applicable to any part 
of the London and North Western system. 

CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- But it must be mentioned that the 
ping): The feelings of the hon. Member | maximum rates are not invariably charged, 
for South Donegal are apt to run away | except, perhaps, in Class A., where even 
with him at times, but we speedily | the maximum rate of 1}d. per ton has been 
pardon him. | reduced to 1}d. per ton for all distances, 
It should also be borne in mind that these 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I do not maximum rates are not always invariably 
want your pardon. charged. There has never been any com- 
plaint at all inside or outside the House as 

CoLonEL LOCKWOOD : Well, I would | to the actual rates charged. I inquired 
only ask the hon. Gentleman to follow | before I came into the House, and I was 
the moderate language of his Welsh informed that there had not been any 
colleagues who sit in front of him. They | complaints by the county councils or the 
represent the interests of their Welsh in-| traders. It is perfectly true, and I 
dustrial and agricultural constituents, | acknowledge fully, that hon. Members 
and it is only natural that they should | from Wales desire the best facilities 
have an opportunity of reproducing the | obtainable for the public, but all 
arguments that can be brought forward|the same they will do _ well to 
in favonr of the general question of | recognise that if there had been uni- 
reduction of rates. The hon. Member for | versal dissatisfaction some complaints, at 
Carnarvon Boroughs complained that the | all events, would have come to the ears of 
London and North Western Railway Com- | the London and North Western Railway 
pany did their best to crush the small | Company, and surely some of the county 
business men—I suppose he means the | councils would have approached the com- 
small shopkeepers—by maximum rates, | pany and endeavoured to make out a 


question before the House ; the question 
is that the Bill be recommitted to recon- 
sider Clause 6. 





but he must know that the small shop-, case. Something has been said of the 
keepers get their goods carried fairly well, rates for horses and cattle, but the 
Mr. Speaker. 
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maximum charges, except in the middle 
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(and there is no reason why the rates 
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class, are the same as on the Holyhead | should not be reduced to the same amounts 


and Chester Railway and other parts of 
the system. The matters alluded to by 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon have 
nothing to do really with this case. 
been 


from Wales has argued and 


settled with the authority of the House | 
I am sure’ I have myself been | 


of Lords. 
a sufferer from the way the House of 
Lords regards Bills, but I should be sorry 
to accuse them of having an ulterior 
motive in doing what they do. 


believe to be for the public interest. I 
would appeal to hon. Members from 


Wales whether at this particular stage, | 
and in view of the fact that the subject | 
forward on | 
this Bill, it would not be desirable to | 
allow the Third Reading to be taken with- | 


has not been brought 


out opposition. I perfectly recognise 
their right to bring forward the whole 
question. It is one that is most interest- 
ing to the Members from North Wales. 


I hope they will not delay the passing of | 
the Bill, which is really of very great im- | 
portance to passengers in North Wales. | 
It will have the effect of opening up a} 


beautiful country. I can assure hon. 
Members from Wales that, as far as my 


small-interest in the company goes, [have | 


always acted in the public interest, and I 
shall always endeavour to bring before the 
board of directors any question affecting 
the interests of Wales. 
the present stage of the Bill they will see 
their way to withdraw the motion. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: The hon. 
Gentleman has spoken as if we desired to 
reject the Bill altogether. We only wish 


to recommit it in connection with 
Clause 6 with reference to excep- 
tional rates. As far as the other! 


parts of the Bill are concerned, it is 


welcome to pass through the House with- | 
We do not | 


out the slightest opposition. 
desire to place the. slightest opposition in 
the way of the railway company, but this 
question ought to be considered. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman who has just 
spoken made no allusion whatever to the 
fact that the circumstances have com- 
pletely changed now that the company 
has doubled its line. I said before that 


it is the best portion of the main line, | 


The | 
question of rates stated by hon. Members | 


That | 
would be a very serious matter indeed. | 
I look upon them as men of business, per- | 
forming their duties in the way they | 


I hope that at | 


| as are charged on other portions of the 
|main line. The hon. Gentleman did not 
give us any reason why this difference 
should continue to exist. The one ex- 
ception refers to the minerals carried 
under Class A. Flintshire, Denbighshire, 
and Carnarvon are deeply interested in 
this question, because their exports are 
coal and stone, and owing to the low price 
| of minerals they find it extremely diffi- 
/cult to compete with other counties if 
these exceptional rates are allowed to be 
charged.. The hon. Gentleman said that 
there had been no complaint from the 
county councils. As a matter of fact, 
my own county council is considering 
| whether it shall not appeal to the Lords 
Committee on this question, but what we 
see before us is a great and powerful 
corporation, and a small, weak county 
council could only fight by spending a 
disproportionate amount of the ratepayers’ 
money. Under these circumstances, I 
think the House would only do justice to 
‘this portion of North Wales by re- 
| committing the Bill to the former Com- 
mittee in respect to Clause 6. I wish to 
propose this in no unfriendly spirit what- 
ever to the railway company or the 
officials. I put it to the House as a 
matter of simple justice. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman has not given any 
reason against the course we wish the 
House to take. 


CoLoNeL PRYCE-JONES  (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): I am bound to say 
'that what the hon. Gentleman opposite 
has stated is perfectly true. We are in 
the hands of this great railway company 
‘in my part of Wales. I attended a meet- 
ing the other day: 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
must confine himself to the question of 
rates charged under this Bill on this 
| particular part of the London and North 
Western Railway. 


CoLonEL PRYCE-JONES: All right, 
Mr. Speaker. At that particular meeting, 
| when I complained of the rates they re- 
|ferred me to the London and North 
| Western Railway Company. I can assure 
‘hon. Members that the House will be 
‘doing a real good turn to the Princi- 
| pality of Wales by objectigg to the 
maximum rates that are being charged 
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in certain parts of Wales. These railways 
in many parts have an absolute monopoly 
of the traffic. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot discuss the general question of 
railway rates in Wales. 


CoLtonEL PRYCE-JONES: Well, I 
hope the President of the Board of Trade 
will have some’ regard to the appeal that 
has been made by the hon. Member with 
regard to the want of facilities, and the 
high rates charged by this great railway 
company. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I can very 
well remember, in regard to this parti- 
cular portion of the line, that there was 
considerable opposition on the part of 
the Irish Members. We at first got no 
concessions in regard to rates or passenger 
fares. After considerable pressure and 
opposition we got some concessions, 
though not nearly as many as we were 
entitled to. I think the Welsh Members 


would be very well advised to take a leaf | 


out of our book, and press for the recon- 
sideration of this clause, so as to delay the 
matter until after Whitsuntide, or until a 
satisfactory assurance is given. I think 
it is a regrettable tone to the debate 
which the hon. Gentleman opposite has 
introduced. I do not think he should 
call the railway company ‘my company.” 
That is rather a large order. Ido not 
think that is a dignified way of conduct- 
ing public business in this House, and I 
think the Welsh Members should press 
their opposition. There is one very im- 
portant point which I think they have not 
sufficiently emphasised. Everyone ac- 
quainted with North Wales knows that 
the mineral industry is probably the most 
important in that part. I think this is 
their opportunity. Bargains behind the 
Chair, and not across the floor of the 
House, are very much to be deprecated. 


*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) : This discussion has travelled over 
rather a wide area since the motion was 


proposed by the Member for West Den- | 
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| only question the Committee would have 
| to consider would ‘be whether along this 
| distance of eight miles a differential rate 
'is to be charged, not in respect of all 
goods, but only in respect of minerals. [ 
| think hon. Members will see that when 
the question as to rates has so narrow a 
limit as that, it really would be futile to 
send the Bill back to the Committee, for 
supposing that hon. Members get their 
way, and supposing that the Committee 
were to insert a proviso that along the 
new lines which are to be added to the 
main line—along the distance of eight 
miles—a less rate is to be charged for 
minerals, the result would be that the 
London and North Western Railway 
| Company would run all other traffic on 
the new line, and all mineral traffic on the 
| old line, so that hon. Members would not 
| gain by it. What hon. Members object 
to is not so much what is in the Bill as 

They do not 








‘what is not in the Bill. 
| object, I understand, to any of the 
| clauses inthe Bill. They approve of the 
| widening, but what they want is a 
general revision of rates along that part 
| of the system. I donot see how that can 
| be obtained. It does not seem to me to 
| be possible to insert in this Bill those pro- 
| visions, and that being so, [ feel myself 
|compelled, without expressing any 
opinion whatever as to the contention 
| about rates, if they press the matter to a 
| division, to vote for the Third Reading of 
| the Bill and against the re-committal. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that once 
‘the Committee of the House of Commons 
‘adjudicated vpon this question, that was 
| an expression of opinion which was tanta- 
/mount to adecision of the House that 
upon the whole of that portion of the line 
| the rates would be reduced. Brushed of 
its technicalities, the whoie question was 
' whether the company should discriminate 
between the Chester and Holyhead 
branch and the other part of the line. 
|They asked why the company should 
charge 14d. upon the Chester and 
Holyhead line and ‘95d. on the other 
| part of the line. The hon. and gallant 
Member opposite had not attempted to 
sive an answer to that question. What 





bighshire. He suggeststhat the Billshould | possible reason was there for charging 
be recommitted in respect of Clause 6. | 14d. and discriminating between the case 
That clause enacts that there shall be aj of coal and the case of slates? If the 
widening of seven or eight miles of the | House of Commons authorised this com- 
system. Supposing this Bill were to be | pany to make exceptions and_ special 
recommitted in respect of the rates, the | charges on this line, why should it not 


Jolonel Pryce-Jones, 
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also be done in regard to other traffic ? 
He thought their appeal was a perfectly 
Unfortunately this was the 
only way they could raise the question in 
the House, and he appealed to the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman at any rate to 
agree to the adjournment of the debate 
until after the Whitsuntide recess. Then 
there might be an opportunity of con- 
ferring upon the subject, and there was 
really no need to hurry in the matter. 
There was no serious opposition to any 
other part of the Bill. If there was a 
friendly conference between the parties 
during the Whitsuntide recess, he 
believed it would be attended with excel- 
lent results. There was no claim made 
on behalf of the London and North 
Western Railway Company in respect to 
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these exceptional charges, and they did not | 


contend that there ought to be preferential 
rates. If the conference he suggested took 
place during the recess he thought they 
would be able to get the measure through 
afterwards as an unopposed Bill. He 
did not know whether he should be in 
order in moving the adjournment, but he 
would do so if it was in order, and he | 
hoped the hen. and gallant Member | 
opposite would assent to the course he | 
had suggested. | 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept a 
motion for adjournment at this stage. 
The hon. Member has already heard the 
views of the railway company, and 4lso 
the opinion of the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I mean upon 


the question of a compromise. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept the 
motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES supported the 
appeal made by the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon to adjourn the debate until 
after the Whitsuntide recess, in order to 
discuss the point which had been raised. 
| If this were done he thought an arrange- 
ment could be come to which would 
satisfy all parties. 





CotonEL LOCKWOOD: I am afraid 
| I cannot hold out any hope of the course 
| suggested being taken. 


| 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 
106. (Division List No. 139.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Bartley, George C. T. | Denny, Colonel 
Beach, KtHon SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
soscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Seen 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
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Drage, Geoffrey 


Fisher, William 


Flower, Ernest 
Fry, Lewis 
Garfit, William 





Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’ w) 

Courtney, Rt. H 
| Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 

Ceuddas, William Donaldson 
| Cubitt, Hon. Heary 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Barry, RtHoA HSmith- (Hunts Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mance’r) 
Finlay, Sir Robert. Bannatyne 


FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
on. L. H. Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs. 
Hornby, Sir Willian Henry 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Huson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, Hevwood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohnH. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Lowther, Rt HnJ W(Cumb’I’nd 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antriin,E.) 


Hayes 
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M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John B'undell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Starks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.( Yorks. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicholson. William Graham 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Caldwell, James 


Cameron,SirCharles (Glasgow) | 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 
Engledew, Charles John 
Evans, Sir F. H.(Southampton 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 


Main Question again proposed. 


tunity of making an arrangement more | 
satisfactory to North Wales than at | 


L. & N. W. Railway 


{COMMONS} 


| Pease,SirJoseph W.( Durham) 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pilkington,SirG A(LanesS. W. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E. 
Ridley, kt.Hon.SirMatthewW 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


NOES. 
| Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
| Hayden. John Patrick 











| TELLERS FOR 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 


| Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
| Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
| Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSir U 
Kilbride, Denis 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| 
| 


| present exists. 
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Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tritton, Charles Sask 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E.(Tauntn) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


THE AYES— 
Mr. Banbury and Mr. Gal- 
loway. 


O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power. Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Redmond, Jolin E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
feid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Wason, Eugene 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Lieut.-Col. Pryce-Jones. 


I do this in view of the 


| strong feeling indicated by the vote we 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | have just taken. 

shire, Eifion): I beg to move the ad- | 

journment of the debate, in order to give; *Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot aceept that 

the directors of the London and North | motion. 

Western Railway Company an oppor- | 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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1477 Private Bill 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO | 


COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Aston Manor Tramways Bill [Lords]. 

Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords]. 

South-Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill 

[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
sevond time. 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid pon the Table — 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. : 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. 
London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) 
Provisional Order Bill. 
London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 14th June. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Gas and Water Orders Contirmation 

Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time upon Thursday, 14th June. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL (STANDING | 


ORDERS COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of | 
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Business. 


Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to 
the Order of the House of the 22nd day 
of May, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Post Office Sites Bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDER 64 NOT COMPLIED WITH. 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

Lords, and referred on the First Reading 

thereof, Standing Order No. 64 has not 

been complied with, viz. :— 


Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmelling- 
ton Railways (Abandonment) Bill 
{ Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
upon Thursday, 14th June. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Prince of Wales’s consent signified ; read 
the third time, and passed. [New Title. } 


OTHER 
COM- 


GOVERNMENTS STOCK AND 
SECURITIES INVESTMENT 
PANY BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Queen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
PROVEMENTS) BILL. 
ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


(IM- 


LAMBETH WATER BILL. 


LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


3 2 
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BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL _IN- 
VESTMENT TRUST, LIMITED, BILL 
[Lords]. 

BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lords] 
CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 

DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 

FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

NEATH. HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
RAWMARSH URBAN _ DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 

“To constitute a body of trustees for 
the purpose of acquiring the Alexandra 
Palace and Park and other lands in the 
county of Middlesex; and to empower 
them to hold and manage the same as a 
place of public resort and recreation and 
for other public purposes; and to make 
all provisions necessary or proper in that 
behalf,” read the first time; to be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
129, and 230 be suspended, and that the 


time for depositing Petitions and 
Memorials against Private Bills, or 


against any Bill to confirm any Pro- 
visional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
and for depositing duplicates of any 
Documents relating to any Bill to confirm 
any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, be extended to the first day 
on which the House shall sit after the 
Recess.—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 

OrJers of the Local Government Board 
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for Ireland relating to Dublin, Belfast, 
Kingstown, and Biackrock, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


Business. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to Dublin, Belfast, Kings- 
town, and Blackrock,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 240.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
THE WORKING CLASSES (No. 2). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to Bray, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


LOCAL GOVERN MENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
THE WORKING CLASSES (No. 2) 
BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for Ire- 
land relating to Bray,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 241.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the General Pier and Harbour Act, 
1861, relating to Ayr, Bridlington, Felix- 
stowe, and Penryn, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
relating to Ayr, Bridlington, Felixstowe, 
and Penryn,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 242.] 


PIER 


PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS. 


confirm certain Provisional 


Bill to 


Orders under the Burgh Police (Scotland) 
Act, 1892, relating to Perth and Paisley, 
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ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 


PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PRO- 
VEISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
under the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
1892, relating to Perth and Paisley,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
243.] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Thursday, 14th June. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Thursday, 14th June. 


BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Reported, with an Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


ST. DAVID’S RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP H). 
Sir Henry FLETCHER reported from the 
Committee on Group H of Private Bills, 


That a letter was received from Viscount | 


Sandon, one of the Members of the said 
Committee, stating that he was unable to 
be present at the meeting of the Com- 
mittee this day on account of illness. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL (JOINT COMMITTEE). 

Sir UGHTRED Kay-SHUTTLEWORTH re- 
ported from the Joint Committee on the 
Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill, That, for 
the convenience of parties, they had ad- 
journed till Thursday, 21st June, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section A), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BROMWICH CORPORATION 


Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section B), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. ¥ 


WEST 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
* An Act to authorise the South Stafford- 
shire Tramways Company to sell and 
transfer portions of their undertaking to 
local authorities; to confirm a lease of 
their undertaking to the South Stafford- 
shire Tramways (Lessee) Company, 
Limited ; to re-arrange their capital ; 
and for other purposes.” South Stafford- 
shire Tramways Bill ( Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the working of the Mersey 
Railway and railways connected there- 
with by electricity to regulate the capital 
of the Mersey Railway Company; and 
for other purposes.” Mersey Railway 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to em- 
power the Corporation of Barnsley to 
make deviations in constructing the lines 
of pipes authorised by the Barnsley Cor- 
poration (Water) Act, 1896; to transfer 
to them certain powers, works, and 
obligations granted or transferred to the 
Corporation of Sheffield by the Sheffield 
Corporation (Water) Act, 1896; and to 
extend the periods for the taking of lands 
and for the construction of works, and 
Barnsley Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, ‘‘ An Act to em- 
power the Fishguard and Rosslare Rail- 


ways and Harbours Company to construct 
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additional harbour works at Rosslare and 
alterations of portions of their authorised 
railways ; and for other purposes.” Fish- 
guards and Rosslare Railways and Har- 
hours Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for sup- 
plying with water the parish of Llanllyfni, 
being part of the rural district of Gwyrfai, 
in the county of Carnarvon.” Gwyrfai 
Rural Distriet Council Water Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to make 
provision in regard to the water under- 
taking of the Corporation of Margate, to 
authorise the Corporation to construct 
promenades, sea-walls, street improve- 
ments, and other works, and to make 
further provision in regard to the health, 
local government, improvement, 
finance of the borough; and for other 


purposes.” Margate Corporation Bill 
| Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for 


defining and extending the limits of 
supply of the Westgate and Birchington 
Water Company; and for conferring 
further powers on the company for the 
construction of works, the raising of 


capital, and otherwise in relation to their | 


undertaking ; and for other purposes.” 
Westgate and Birchington Water Bill 
[Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for 
making and maintaining railways in the 
county of Lanark, to be called the Mother- 
well and Bellshill Railway ; and for other 
purposes.” Motherwell and _ Bellshill 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to em- 
power the North Eastern Railway Com- 
pany to own and use vessels for the con- 
veyance of traffic between Hull and 
Rotterdam, Amsterdam, and Harlingen ; 
and for other purposes.” North Eastern 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
counter additional powers upon the North 
Eastern Railway Company for the con- | 
struction of new railways and other 
works and the acquisition of additional 
lands, and upon that company and the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company in respect of the Leeds new 
station, and for vesting in the company 
the Londonderry (Seaham to Sunderland) 
tailway, the Cawood, Wistow, and Selby 
Light Railway, and the Merrybent and | 
Darlington Railway ; and for other pur- 
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| poses.” Railway Bill 
fords}. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 

MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL 
{Lords}. 

FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE 
RAILWAYS AND HARBOURS BILL 
[ Lords}. 

GWYRFAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 
MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 
MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL 

RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM |! 
VESSELS BILL [Lords]. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
a 
sills. 


PETITIONS. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
Petitions against, from Bow and Brom- 
ley; and Marylebone; to lie upon the 
Table. 
LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Dalziel ; and 
Motherwell ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
(WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL. 
Petition from Felton, in favour : 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


LUNACY BILL. 
Petitions for alteration, from Alver- 
stoke ; and West Derby : to lie upon the 
Table. 


MAGAN SINGH. 

Petition from Magan Singh, for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 
ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 

IRELAND. 

Petitions against establishment, from 
Paisley ; Perth ; Inverkeithing ; Selkirk ; 
Broxburn; Inverness; Alloa ; Culross ; 
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1485 Returns, 
Hawick ; and Benhar Moor ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from North Camberwell, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Eckington ; 
juildford ; Aberdeen ; Wooburn ; Dews- 
bury ; Paul; Woodhouse Eaves ; Worthing; 
St. Neots; Glasgow; Old Hunstanton ; 


{28 May 1900} 


King’s Lynn; West Lynn; Peckham ; | 


Lewes ; Sunderland ; Hunstanton ; Hind- 
ley Green ; Marple Bridge ; and Sheffield 
(three) ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Dundee (two) ; 
Paisley ; Port Bannatyne ; Kilmarnock ; 
Perth; Falkirk; Port Glasgow; Gala- 
shiels ; and Motherwell (two) ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 

SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Malvern ; 
Shettield ; Dewsbury ; Woodhouse Eaves ; 
and Sunderland ; to tie upon the Table. 


tEPORTS, ETC. 


RETURNS, 
WAR RELIEF FUNDS COMMITTEE. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute 

relating to the appointment of the War 
telief Funds Committee, dated 17th 


February, 1900, and of the Report of the | 


Committee, dated 28th May, 1900 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 
_ Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 5th April; Mr. Hanbury]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 189.] 


SINKING FUNDS. 

Account presented, of the Commis- 
sioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt, showing the amount received and 
applied in the year ended 31st March, 
1900, in respect to the Old and New 


Sinking Funds [by Act]; to lie upon the | 
‘the Regulation of Proceedings under and 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 190]. 
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CIVIL SERVICE AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (APPROPRIATION 
ACCOUNTS) (SUPPLEMENT). 

Appropriation Accounts presented, of 
the sum granted by Parliament for sundry 
Colonial Services, including certain Grants 
in Aid for the year ending 3lst March, 
1899 (Supplement), together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon |by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 191.] 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK (REGU- 
LATIONS). 

Copy presented, of Draft Post Office 
Savings Bank Regulations, 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS (REGULA- 
TIONS). 

Copy presented, of Draft Regulations 
of the Trustee Savings Banks, 1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 

Copy presented, of Thirty-sixth Annual 
Report on Alkali, ete, Works by the 
Chief Inspector, being for 1899 {by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 192.] 

LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented, of the Annual Returns 
for 1898-9, Part I. (Poor Rate Return 
and Valuation for the Poor Rate) [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 193.} 


ALKALI, 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade as to dispensing with the 
consents of certain Local and Road 
Authorities in the case of the Wath-upon- 
Dearne and District Gas Provisional 
Order [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 194.] 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 

Copy presented, of Report by the Board 
of Trade respecting the St. David’s Rail- 
way (Abandonment) Bill and the objects 
thereof {pursuant to Standing Order 
158A]; referred to the Committee on the 
Bill. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 

(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
Copy presented, of General Orders for 
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in pursuance of the Private Legislation! Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 [by Act]; upon the Table, and to be printed. {No. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. lees. 

[No. 195. ] 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No: 3) 
BILL. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANRUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2431 to 2435 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
|in the Gas Orders Confirmation. (No. 3), 
Bill.”—( Mr. Ritchie.) 


AFRICA (No. 5, 1900). | Copy presented accordingly ;. to lie 
Copy presented, of Convention for the | upon the Table, and to. be: oriated. [No. 
Preservation of Wild Animals, Birds, and | 200.] 


Fish in Africa. Signed at London, 19th . BRITISH INDIA (INCOME AND 

May, 1900 [by Command] : to lie upon EXPENDITURE). < 

the Table. Address for ‘‘ Return of the net Income 
silent dit tilde nian fe ener aay and Expenditure of British India, under 
“THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE, certain specified heads, for the eleven 


years from 1888-9 to 1898-9.”—(Siir 


Inquiry into Charities (County of Car- Henry Fowler.) 
narvon).—Further Return relative thereto 
{ordered 10th February, 1898 ; Ar. Grant INDIAN FINANCIAL STATEMENT: 
Lawson|; to be printed. [No. 196.]° 1990-1. 
Address for “Copy of the Indian 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL Financial Statement for 1900-1, and of 
ORDERS. the Proceedings of the Legislative Council 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum of the Governor General easton. ”__( Sir 
P) 


stating the nature of the Proposals con-' Henry Fowler.) 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 


sn the SOUTH AFRICA (UNWOUNDED 
—— SOLDIERS DEAD OR INVALIDED: 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders HOME). 
(No. 10) Bill ; Adidess for “Return of the number of 


E ees Lighting Provisional OiJders | Officers and Men who since the com- 
(No. 11) Bill. —(. Mr. Ritchie.) mencement of the present War have died 
or been invalided Home from causes other 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie : : Saag 
age ree ‘ BY: than wounds received in action.”—(IJ/r. 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 








[No. 197.] | Thomas Bayley.) 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL QUESTIONS. 
ORDERS. 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 


. ‘ SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — PEACE 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- | NEGOTIATIONS. 


tained in the Provisional Orders included | Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
in the Pier and Harbour Orders Confirma- field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the First 
tion (No. 1) Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie.) | Lord of the Treasury whether he is in a 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie, position to give the House any informa- 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | tion as to reported negotiations for peace: 
198.] | with the Transvaal Government. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- i SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFourR, Manchester, 
FIRMATION BILL. | E.): I have no informatiom on the sub- 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum | ject to which the hon. Member refers. 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- | L a 
tained in the Provisional Orders included | BRITISH PRISONERS AT PRETORIA. 
in the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation | Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) Molton): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
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the Treasury whether he can give the 
House any information as to the condition 
and treatment of British prisoners at 
Pretoria ; and whether any overtures for 
the exchange of prisoners of War have 
been made by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment ; if not, would any such overtures 
be favourably considered by the Govern- 
ment. 


Questions. 


{28 May 1900} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have no. 


information of the condition or evidence 
of the ill-treatment of British prisoners at 


Pretoria, and we have no confirmation of | 


a statement that the Transvaal Govern- 
ment have proposed an exchange of 
prisoners. 


DAMAGE TO ROMAN CATHOLIC 
CHURCHES IN NATAL. 
GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the Roman Catholic 


, MARTIAL 
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weakened or shattered as to be incapaci- 
tated for earning the livelihood of them-- 
selves and their families or dependents. 


*THeE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE. 
ror WAR (Mr. WynDHAM, Dover): The 
men will be paid and medically treated 
until they are discharged, their families. 
receiving the ordinary allowances. After 
discharge their claims to pension will be 
considered by the Chelsea Commissioners. 
The powers of the Commissioners have 
recently been enlarged to admit of a 
higher scale of pension being accorded to 
men incapacitated by disease contracted. 
on service. 


Questions. 


LAW — ALLEGED FENIAN 
PRISONERS AT MAFEKING. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 


‘I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


church at Newcastle, Natal, has been | 


burnt by the Boers, and the sacred images 
ou it mutilated and destroyed; and 


whether, in the claim for compensation to | 


be exacted at the conclusion of the war, 
reparation will also be made to the 
toman Catholics of that district for this 
destruction of their place of worship. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Information has been 
received that the Roman Catholic chapel 
has been burnt. Mr. Chamberlain is of 
opinion that this case is clearly one in 
which a claim for compensation out of 
the indemnity to be raised from the Boer 
States, may properly be entertained, sub- 


ject of course to the prescribed inquiry | 


as to the actual losses sustained. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Arising out of the answer, may I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he has 
any objection to granting a Return show- 
ing how many Catholic churches were 
burnt by the English in Ireland ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


PROVISION FOR INVALIDED 
SOLDIERS. 

Str J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
what provision has been made, or is con- 
templated, for invalided soldiers from 
South Africa who are so physically 


State for War whether he can now say 
if the stationmaster, Mr. Quinlan, and the- 
other alleged Fenians, whom Colonel 
Baden-Powell was reported some months 
ago to have in custody in Mafeking, are 
still alive; and, if so, where they are, 
upon what charge were they arrested, 
were they tried, and, if so, by what tri- 
bunal, and upon what charge, and what 
was the sentence. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer the: 
hon. Member to the replies I have made 
to questions put by the Member for the 
Rushcliffe Division of Nottinghamshire 
on 17th May, and by the Member for 
Mid Cork on 18th May.+ Records have. 
not arrived, but will arrive in due course. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I will 
repeat the question on 14th June. 


ARMY STATISTICS. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Shefttield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if, without injury 
to the public service, he can inform the 
House what is the total strength in men 
and guns of the Army in South Africa at 
the present time, and what is the total 
strength in men and guns of the Army 
(including Reserves and Auxiliary 
Forces) within the United Kingdom, and 
also in India, as well as in other Colonies 
and Dependencies of the British Empire. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The total number 
of troops of all kinds in South Africa 
is about 221,000. The total number of 





+ See pages 392 and 574. 
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men under arms at home cannot be stated | 
with any exactitude, as we have no re- | 
turns of recruiting from the Volunteers. , 


‘The Regulars, including Royal Reserves, 
numbered on May Ist, 102,730 rank and 
file, and the Militia about 77,000. It 
is not considered expedient to publish 
details of armament, or of the garrisons 
of India and the Colonies. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: How 


many Boers are there? You are ten to 
one 


CHAPLAINS ON 
WITH 


ROMAN CATHOLIC 
TRANSPORTS RETURNING 
WOUNDED. 

Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 
derry): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if he can now state 
what steps can be taken to provide 
ministrations of Roiaan Catholic chaplains 
on transports returning with sick and 
wounded from South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As I informed the 
hon. Member on the 17th inst.,+ Roman 
Catholic chaplains are being detailed for 
transports returning with sick and 
wounded from South Africa when the 
numbers warrant it. The discretion 
in each case rests entirely with the 
general officer commanding the lines of 
communication. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Has 
the right hon. Gentleman’s attention been 
called to the statement by the First Lord 
‘of the Admiralty that Catholic chaplains 
will be put on all hospital ships ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: And it is done. 


But this is not a case of hospital ships. 
These are transports which come home 


with a certain number of invalids. It is | 


impossible to provide a chaplain if there 
is only one man. No men are put on 
board who are in danger of death. 


LADYSMITH — DISAPPEAR- 
ANCE OF STORES. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the War Office have re- 
‘ceived a report on the disappearance of 
stores at the hospital in Intombi Camp 
during the first two months of the siege 
of Ladysmith ; and whether any inquiry 


SIEGE OF 


+ See page 394. 
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has taken place; and, if so, with what 
result. 


*THeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


‘THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 


WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): No infor- 
mation has reached the War Office of this 
matter. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: When will 
you have the records of the court- 
martial held on this subject in December 
last ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: They 
have not come yet. Ido not know how 
soon they may arrive. When they do, I 
wil! answer any question that may be put 
on the subject. 


NON-DELIVERY OF TELEGRAMS TO 
THE SEAT OF WAR. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, is he aware that a number of 
telegrams sent in accordance with postal 
regulations, for which in some cases sums 
of £10 and upwards have been charged, 
to officers on active service in South 
Africa, have not been delivered to the 
persons to whom such telegrams have 
been addressed ; and whether he can ex- 
plain the causes of non-delivery, and state 
the steps which the postal authorities 
intend to take in future to secure the 
prompt delivery of telegrams to officers 
and men serving in South Africa. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): Very few complaints have reached 
the Postmaster General of the non-de- 
livery of telegrams sent to officers on 
active service in South Africa. There 
are, no doubt, considerable difficulties 
attending the delivery of such telegrams, 
and they are only forwarded from this 
country at the sender’s risk. The de- 
livery arrangements in South Africa are 
not, of course, in the hands of the Post- 
master General. The telegrams are, it is 
believed, handed over to the military 
authorities. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
telegrams reached Mr. Duncombe, the 
Member for West Cumberland ! 


Mr. HANBURY: I know nothing of 
that. 
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NAVAL OFFICER ON LORD ROBERTS'S 
STAFF. 


Questions. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the representative of the 
Navy on Lord Roberts’s staff was chosen 
at the special wish of Lord Roberts or by 
the special selection of the Admiralty ; 
and whether he will state the services 
and experience of the officer in question, 
as compared with those of all other 
officers of the same naval rank, which were 
considered to entitle him to the 
appointment. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscuHEn, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The officer in question 
was nominated by the Admiralty at the 
request of Lord Roberts. It is usual to 
endeavour to meet the wishes of a general 
in the situation of Lord Roberts in the 


selection of his personal staff. There is | 


no question of any officer being entitled to | > ‘ 
s /as representing the Postmaster General, 


such an appointment. 
VOLUNTEERS—SUGGESTED 
BOUNTIES. 
PRYCE-JONES  (Mont- 
[ beg to ask the 


COLONEL 
gomery Boroughs) : 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in order to ensure a_ better 
attendance at parades and in camps of 
Volunteers in the future, he will consider 
the desirability of offering bounties some- 
what as follows—namely, 10s. bounty to 
every man who attends camp for the 
whole week in addition to the daily rates 
of pay ; 2s. 6d. additional bounty to every 
man attending five drills over the mini- 
mum towards efficiency (recruits not in- 
cluded) thus: fourteen drills minimum 
for efficiency, with bounties of 2s. 6d. for 
twenty drills ; 5s. for twenty-five drills ; 
is. 6d. for thirty drills; and 10s. for 
thirty-five drills. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : It is 
not considered expedient to introduce the 
system of bounties into the Volunteer 
force. 


MANCHESTER VOLUNTEERS—TRa«- 
VELLING ALLOWANCES, 

Lord BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is 
aware that certain battalions of the Man- 
chester Volunteer Regiment to be en- 
‘camped on Salisbury Plain only receive a 
travelling allowance of &s. per head, 


(28 May 1900} 
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whereas the journey costs 13s.; and 
whether, in view of the fact that this 
entails an additional cost of £250 to each 
battalion of 1,000 men, he can make a 


special grant towards the travelling 
expenses. 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: All 


' expenses incurred by Volunteers travel- 


ling over 100 miles to their camps will be 
specially dealt with under paragraph 586 
of the Volunteer Regulations. 


Lorp BALCARRES : Will the money 
be paid ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Special 
allowances will be made where special 
expenses are incurred. 

MANCHESTER POST OFFICE 
VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


whether employees of the Manchester 
Post Office, who are also Volunteers, have 
been refused fourteen days leave to 
attend camp at Whitsuntide (although 
they offered to forfeit their wages and 
regular holidays), and, further, are even 
denied their customary seven days leave 
for attendance in camp; and whether 
arrangements could be made so that the 
Government offices should set an example 
to private employers of giving oppor- 
tunities to Volunteers for attending 
camp. 


Mr. HANBURY: Every effort con- 
sistent with the exigencies of the service 
will be made to allow Post Office em- 
ployees at Manchester who are Volun- 
teers to attend camp ; but as there are 107 
members of the Manchester staff now 
serving in South Africa, and as Whitsun- 
tide is one of the busiest seasons in the 
year for local telegraph work, it would 
not be possible to allow all the Volun- 
teers, numbering over 100, to be absent 
at that season. The annual leave arrange- 
ments have not been disturbed, and any- 
one whose holidays were fixed for Whit- 
suntide will be able to take them. 


MILITIA—FURLOUGHS IN AGRI- 
CULTURAL COUNTIES. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the scarcity 
of agricultural labourers in the country 
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Questions. 


districts, he will arrange that furloughs to | 
non-commissioned officers and men of | 
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be formed this summer, so as to allow 
the smaller traders in the locality of the 


Questions. 


Militia battalions belonging to agricul- | camps to tender. 


tural counties shall be granted during the | 
months of June, July, and August, in- | 


stead of during the winter, to enable 
farmers to gather in their harvest. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Military 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: In 
most cases the camps of the Regular 


|forces and the Militia will be provided 
‘under existing district contracts. In 
con-| certain cases special contracts will be 


siderations are, of course, paramount ; | necessary, and some are being made with 


but every effort will be made to enable | 


local traders. The Volunteers are granted 


the men to have furlough during harvest-/| an allowance, and in many cases make 


time. 


MILITIA—-FAMILY ALLOTMENTS, 
HOME AND FOREIGN SERVICE. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, seeing that a Militiaman when on 
active service or garrison duty abroad is 
obliged to make an allotment from his pay 
to his wife and children, but when called 
up for service and doing garrison duty in 
the British Isles is under no such obliga- | 
tion, whether he can say what reason 
there is for the different treatment in the 
two cases, and whether, as relief funds” 
are in consequence called upon to con- | 
tribute more to the support of the family 
of a Militiaman serving at home than to 
the family of a Militiaman serving 
abroad, the Militia when on service at 
home may be brought under the Allot- 
ment Order; and whether he can make 
arrangements to enable Militiamen | 
desirous of doing so to make allotments 
in favour of their widowed mothers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The system of allot- 
ments was established to meet the diffi- 
culty a soldier would otherwise experience 
in forwarding money to his family from 
abroad. At home the same difficulty 
does not arise. If, however, a soldier 
fails to remit money, his wife can, under 
the Army Act, obtain a compulsory stop- 
page from his pay. There is no reason | 
to believe that such a measure of com- 
pulsion is generally necessary. The| 
Militiaman abroad can allot a portion of | 
his pay to his father or mother. 


ARMY CONTRACTS—BRIGADE CAMP | 
SUPPLIES. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire | 
N.R., Thirsk): I beg to ask the Financial | 
Secretary to the War Office whether the | 
Army Supply Department will divide the 
contracts for the supply of each class of 


their own arrangements, but they can 
/come under existing contracts if they 


like, and obtain what they require on re- 
payment. 
MALTA—GARRISON CHURCHES. 
Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
‘State for War whether he is aware that 


the barracks of Pembroke Camp and Im- 
tarfa, each accommodating over 1,000 
men, at Malta, are unprovided with garri- 
son churches, and that the religious ser- 
vices for the troops have to be carried on 
with difficulty in the open air at Pem- 
broke, and in a small recreation room at 
Imtarfa ; and whether, having regard to 
the fact that the need for providing garri- 
son churches at these two places has been 
frequently brought before the notice of the 
War Office by*the military authorities at 
Malta, and that in 1896 a definite promise 
was given that a church should be built 
at éach place, but that since then nothing 


|has been done, he can undertake to 


remedy what is felt to be a grievance by 
the Malta garrison. 


*Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS: The 
desirability of building the churches 
mentioned is fully admitted, but the pro- 
vision of good barrack and_ hospital 
accommodation for the troops was con- 
sidered a more pressing matter. I can 
assure my-hon. friend that the provision 
of the churches will not be lost sight of 


| when we have any funds at our disposi- 


tion. 


NAVAL MANCEUVRES. 

Sir EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, if he will state the number 
and class of ships that are to be employed 
at this year’s Naval manceuvres, and for 
how many days they are to continue ; also, 
will experiments be made in coaling a 


articles required for the brigade camps to | portion of the squadrons from colliers at 
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sea, irrespective of the condition of the 
weather, and whether it is intended that 
submarine torpedo boats shall form part 
of the equipment of some of the ships, 
seeing that this type of craft is now being 
largely adopted in connection with other 
Navies ; and whether detachments of the 
jand forces will in any way co-operate 
with the fleets in practising the landing 
and embarkation of men, guns, and 
stores, similar to the combinations which 
took place in connection with the French 
Naval manceuvres last year in the 
Mediterranean. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: It is premature to 
make any statement about the manceuvres 
now, but I think I may safely say that I 
do not think any naval officers would 
attempt to coal from colliers at sea 
irrespective of weather. 


Questions. 


THE “VICTORIA AND ALBERT.” 

Sir EDWARD GOURLEY : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if he 
ean say when he anticipates that Her 
Majesty’s new yacht ‘Victoria and 
Albert” will be equipped and ready for 


the use of Her Majesty the Queen : can | 


he now state the probable cost of the 
alterations and the quantity of iron bal- 
last which is to be placed on board for 
the purpose of making the vessel sea- 
worthy, and the addition to the draught 
of water as compared with that of the 
original design ; and will he say if it is 
intended to retain the water-tube boilers 
er replace them with those of the 
eylindrical type. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The steam trials of 
the Royal yacht are expected to take 
place in July or August. No date can at 
prsent be given for her completion. I 
am unable at present to state the cost of 
the necessary alterations, but of course 
the House will be given every informa- 
tion on the subject later. About 200 
tons of iron ballast will be put in the 
vessel to give her the same stability as 
originally contemplated. She is expected 
to be about 18 inches deeper than was 
originally intended. It is intended to re- 
tain the water tube boilers. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION—MESSRS. 
ARMSTRONG’S OFFER. 


Mr. YERBURGH: I eg to ask the 


{28 May 1900} 


First Lord of the Admiralty whether his | 


attention has been drawn to correspon- 
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dence with Messrs, Armstrong, of the 
23rd and 24th instant, in which they say 
that their offer of laying down and de- 
livering within three years from date of 
order three battleships and two large 
cruisers still holds good, all the said ships 
to be delivered complete in all details, 
hull, machinery, armour, guns ; and if so, 
whether, in view of his statement that our 
programme is limited to what is_ believed 
to be the output of the country in 
armour, hull, machinery, and a_ vast 
number of accessories to be provided, he 
will now consider the advisability of 
taking advantage of Messrs. Armstrong’s 
offer. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The hon. Gentleman 
has sent me the correspondence in ques- 
tion. In reply I must respectfully refer 
him to the answer which I gave to a 
similar question last week.* I will only 
repeat that we have very shortly to invite 
tenders for four armoured cruisers and 
one unarmoured cruiser, and may add that 
we shall have to send tenders out for the 
machinery of two battleships, six armoured 
cruisers, and one unarmoured eruiser, and 
some smaller craft, representing in the 
aggregate 180,000 horse-power. 

Mr. YERBURGH: Are these tenders 
part of the programme which the right 
hon. Gentleman said was limited by what 
he believed .to be the output of the 
country 4 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Certainly. It is part 
of the programme of the Estimates. It 
would be folly to go further until we 
know how far we can place the large 
orders we are now giving out. 


ZANZIBAR—BRITISH DESPATCHES 
BY GERMAN STEAMERS. 

COLONEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether all letters from 
Admiral Commanding at Cape Station to 
senior naval officer commanding detach- 
ment at Zanzibar have to be carried by 
German steamers, and if there is any 
reason why these important documents 
should not be carried in British steamers 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I understand there 
is no regular service of British steamers 
between the Cape and Zanzibar.  [ 
presume the Admiral in command at the 
Cape would take care that no highly 





* See page 725. 
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important confidential letter would be | elsewhere do not take sovereigns freely, 
sent by a foreign steamer. ‘and in many cases find it necessary to 


. keep scales to test the weight of 

CoLONEL DENNY: Does the right sovereigns which have only been in 
hon. Gentleman know why there is nO ireylation for a few weeks ; and whether 
British line of steamers ? the sovereigns which the Government cf 


Mr. GOSCHEN: That question had India are now issuing at post offices in 


better be addressed to the Postmaster Payment for money orders, at the rate of 
Clenapal one sovereign for fifteen rupees, are 
7 al. 


‘already deficient in weight, through 
having undergone the operation of sweat- 
IY PrP yATING row . «] nls ab z 5, oD & 

on eum i es /ing, with the result that hardship is 

PE UEIRE sagecomcsan yeictiy ,.., | caused to the poor and ignorant classes 

‘ Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Ly _ Regis): who are compelled to take sovereigns in- 

Can the First Lord of the Treasury give stoaq of rupees ; and, if so, what steps the 

any information with regard to the batter- | Government of India propose to take to 
ine ¢ : j i a 6s alle] <: i . . - 

ing and destruction of the “ Belleisle. suppress these money-sweating establish- 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I cannot until investi- Ments. 

gations have been completed give par- *Ty_y SECRETARY or STATE ror 
ticulars of the results of the interesting typ (Lord G. HamiLrox MiddR es 
and instructive experiments upon the Ealing): I have been in communication 
“ Belleisle,” but I can answer the hon. with ‘the Government of India on the 
Member’s question as to whether the subject of the hon. Member's question 
vessel took fire immediately after the and find that they have no information to 
bombardment commenced. i he “ Belle- the effect suggested. As there is at 
isle” did not take fire at all, sd the ex- | present hardly any gold in. circulation 
treme surprise of all concerned. Spectators snone the people, the statement that 
were mislead into the supposition of fire eating is already extensively practised 
by seeing clouds of steam arising through does not seem likely to be correct. But 
a steam pipe being cut, and lyddite shells, | 44 Government of India will not lose 
as they burst in the water, emitted clouds | iioht of the possibility that such a 
of smoke, again tbs the impression of practice may arise, and I know that they 
the ship being on fire >, but she was not have already had it under consideration. 
on fire; there was only a little smouldering 5 
fire in one of the cabins among some 
clothes. The woodwork was shattered LACCADIVE ISLANDS. 

in all directions, but did not take fire. Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
While the ship was being battered the ghiye, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
fire pumps were uninjured, and for a long | State for India whether he will state what 
time continued to work flooding the deck. jz the present position of the claim of 
I shall be able to give more details later, the Sultan Ali, Rajah of Cannanore 
but I thought that the ship not having t¢ the sovereignty of the T nieniieve 
taken fire was an interesting fact I might Islands; and whether, seeing that the 
communicate at once, because one of the arrears of tribute on aisiiu of which 
objects of the experiment was to see if the islands were sequestrated by the 
the woodwork would be set on fire, as' Government of India in 1876 were sub- 
has been reported to have been the case sequently paid, and the islands ordered 
in some of the Spanish-American engage- | to be restored to the Rajah through the 
ments. direct intervention of the Secretary of 
State for India in 1895, he will give the 
reasons why the restoration of the pro- 
SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : | — to the Rajah has not been carried 


INDIAN GOLD CURRENCY—LIGHT 
COINAGE. 
N 


— 


R. 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that numbers' *Lorp G. HAMILTON: The matter to 
of money-sweating establishments have which the question refers is under discus- 
lately been set up in various parts of | sion between the Government of India 
India for the purpose of sweating the gold | and the Government of Madras, and I am 
coin now in circulation there, with the | informed that the proposals for a final 
result that shopkeepers in Calcutta and | settlement were placed before the latter 
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Government on the 11th of this month. 
The object of the Government of India is, 
first, to secure the well being and good 
government of the islanders, and it 
appears to be extremely doubtful whether 
this is compatible with the administration 
of the islands by any member of the Can- 
nanore family, to whose claims and 
interests, however, due consideration will 
be given in any decision that may be 
arrived at. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Will the 


noble Lord make a statement at an early 
date ? 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: 


promise that. 


Questions. 


I 


cannot 


[INDIAN FAMINE—STATISTICS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he can state when he will be able 
to lay upon the Table Papers showing the 
spread of the famine in India during the 
last six months, and the steps taken to 
relieve the distress. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Papers 
will be laid on the Table at once, but they 
are voluminous. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA STOCK. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he will state the 
amount of Great Indian Peninsula five 
per cent. guaranteed stock held by the 
trustees of the sinking fund of the D 
annuities on the Ist of April, 1899, Ist of 
January, 1900, and the Ist of May, 1900, 
respectively. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The only in- 
formation I have on this subject is con- 
tained in the half-yearly returns published 
in the London Gazette, from which I find 
that on the 25th of January, 1899, the 
funds invested in. respect of the annuities, 
Class D, of the East Indian Railway, in- 
cluded £3,544 9s. 6d. of the Great Indian 
Peninsula Railway five per cent. capital 
stock. In the subsequent returns there 
is no mention of such stock. 


INDIAN RAILWAY ANNUITIES. 

Mr. COHEN : (Islington, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House a memorandum giving the method 


28 May 1900} 
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by which in each instance of the four 
Indian Railways acquired by him, the 
rates of interest on the respective annui- 
ties were calculated, and also, for the 
purpose of comparison, the same details 
in respect of the Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
objection to laying on the Table the cor- 


_respondence between the Secretary of 
State and the Bank of England as to the 


rate of interest for the calculation of 
annuities in the cases of the Eastern 
Bengal, the Scinde Punjab and Delhi, 
and the Great Indian Peninsula Railway 
Companies ; but that correspondence, 


‘though it states the rate of interest 


settled, will not show the method in 
which the interest was calculated in the two 
former cases. . There is no other case of 
the acquisition of a railway by the State 
in which any similar reference to the 
Bank of England has been necessary. 
FRENCH TARIFFS AND INDIAN 
TRADE. 

*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, having regard to the fact 
that the French Government in February 
last adopted a new import tariff which 
imposes increased duties on, among other 
articles, coffee, pepper, spices, and _ tea, 
which may tend to hamper Indian trade 
with France, if he can state whether it 
has been imposed by France in retalia- 
tion for the countervailing duties levied 
by India on French beetroot sugar. 

Tut UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): Her Majesty’s 
Government have no reason to suppose 


' that the new French import tariff on the 


articles referred to has been adopted in 
retaliation for the countervailing duties 
on sugar in India. I may add that the 
amount of sugar sent from France to 
India is inconsiderable. 


*Mr. MACLEAN : But is it not in fact 
a policy of retaliation 4 
[No answer was given. | 


AUSTRALIAN APPEALS. 
*Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General if he can now say in 
how many appeals from Australia issues 


, of constitutional or Imperial importance 
have been raised. 
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Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : 
lf have some difficulty in giving a cate- 
gorical answer to my hon. friend’s ques- 
ition, as there may be differences of opinion 
.as to what are issues of constitutional or 
‘Imperial importance, but I may say that 
I am informed that there have been from 
11876 to 1899 inclusive forty-seven cases 
ireferred to the Judicial Committee which 
might be regarded as involving directly 
‘or indirectly such issues. Of these, 
twenty-one are cases under Crown Lands 
Acts ; five arise under Constitution Acts 
for Colonies ; six affect rights of persons 
mot domiciled in the particular colony in 
question ; twelve bear on the prerogative 
powers or rights of the Crown or a 
Governor, including three cases of dis- 
missal of Government servants ; one re- 
lates to restrictions on immigration of 
‘Chinese into acolony.; one to general 
powers of the Judicial Committee to 
review former decisions, and one to pay- 
ment of members .in a_ Legislative 


Assembly, 


RUSSIA AND KOREA. 

Sin E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to.ask ithe Under Secretary of State 
‘for Foreign Affairs, having regard to 
the fact .that Port Hamilton was 
evacuated by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in 1887, in consequence of a 
formal pledge given by the Russian 
Government .on 5th November, 1886, 
that Russia would under no circumstances 
‘occupy Korean :territory, and that this 
pledge was formally quoted by the then 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs'to this House on 10th July, 1894, 
as binding, and, again, as holding good 
on 13th June, 1895, whether he can state 
what events have occurred since these 
dates to diminish the binding character 
of the Russian promise of i886 ; whether 
the Russian Government have offered 
any explanations of their breach of this 
pledge to Her Majesty’s Government 
‘either directly or indirectly ; whether a 
Russian armed force is now in occupation 
-of the Korean territory recently ceded to 
Russia at Mesampho, and whether Russia 
‘intends to.fortify this land. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have already ex- 
plained to the House that the recent 
agreement between the Russian and 
Korean Governments has no reference to 
-sovereign rights, but to a concession simi- 


{COMMONS} 
Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | 
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lar to that which the Japanese Govern- 
ment has obtained within the area of the 
treaty port of Masampho. We have no 
information as to the presence of any 


‘armed force on the site granted for a 


coal depot or of any intention on the part 
of the Russian Government to erect forti- 
fications there. The assurance given by 
Russia in 1886 was not an assurance with 
Her Majesty’s Government, but to another 
Power. What steps Her Majesty's 
Government would think it right to take 
in case of the policy indicated by this 
assurance being abandoned is a question 
which cannot be answered until cireum- 
stances arise affecting the rights or inte- 
rests of Great Britain. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware, or has he for- 
gotten, that it was expressly on the faith 
of the guarantees given by the Russian 
Government that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment evacuated Port Hamilton ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT gave 


notice that he should, as early ‘as possible, 
call attention to the matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Go to war 


with Russia. 


TURKISH TARIFFS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Turkish 
Government have proposed an increase of 
import duties for the Ottoman Empire ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government 
have taken any diplomatic action with 
regard to this increase. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I explained a few 
days ago that Her Majesty’s Ambassador 
at Constantinople is engaged in negotia- 
tions, in concert with his colleagues, in 
reference to this question. I am not at 
present in a position to make a state- 
ment. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: On 
what ground is the increase proposed 4 


Mr. BRODRICK: 


notice. 


I must ask for 


DISTURBANCES IN JERSEY. 
Mr. LAMBERT: Can the Under 
Secretary give any information as to the 
riots in Jersey? Have any representa- 
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tions been received from the French 
Government on the subject ? 


Questions. 


disturbances caused by the throwing of | the matter under consideration. 


| Teason to doubt that the Board’s recom- 


Mr. BRODRICK: We are aware that 


water on an orderly crowd ? 


some disturbances took place in Jersey on 
the 21st, in which some French houses 
and shops were injured, but the origin of 
them has not yet been ascertained. All 
possible precautions have been taken by 
the Governor against their renewal, and 
a full report will be called for. 


POOR LAW ACT, 1899. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he could give the number 
of boards of guardians who have signified 
their intention of putting into force the 


and how many children have been 
adopted under the Act. 


THE PRESIDENT of tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaptiin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The Local 
Government Board have no information 
on this subject. The usual course would 
be for a board of guardians to-avail them- 
selves of the powers of the Act when occa- 
sion arose for the exercise of those 
powers, and it would not be necessary for 
them to signify beforehand any intention 
of putting the Act in force. 


RECEIVING HOMES FOR POOR LAW 
CHILDREN. 

Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
what steps have been taken to carry out 
the recommendation of the Poor Law 
Schools Committee that small receiving 


{28 May 1900} 


| of providing, accommodation for this pur- 
Were the | pose, and in other instances they have 
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I see no 


mendations on this subject will be com- 
plied with. 


ASHFORD POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 

Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board what is 
the amount proposed to be expended by 





the Paddington Board of Guardians on 
their Ashford schools ; and if accommoda- 
tion is tobe provided for a larger aggre- 
gation of children. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The managers of the 
West London school district, to whom 


provisions of the Poor Law Act, 1899, | the Ashford schools belong, submitted a 


proposal to provide new classrooms ; but 
as its effect appeared to be to increase the 
| number of children for whom accommoda- 
|tion would be provided at the schools, 
| the Board have felt themselves unable to 
| sanction the proposal. They have not 
| been informed of the estimated cost. 





LOANS FOR POOR LAW BUILDINGS. 

*Mr. LEWIS FRY (Bristol, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, having regard to the fact 
that the maximum period for the repay- 
ment of loans for the erection of poor 
law buildings is fixed by the Board at 
thirty years, although, under the Poor 
Law Act, 1897, the period of repayment 
| may be extended to sixty years, and in 
| view of the longer periods sanctioned by 
|the Treasury and by the Education De- 
| partment for the repayment of loans for 
| industrial dwellings, schools, and other 








homes be established for the temporary | buildings, whether he will reconsider the 
reception of children above the age of | rule in question with the view of extend- 
three years outside the workhouse, pend- | ing the period of repayment in the case 
ing arrangements for their future alloca-|of poor law buildings of a permanent 
tion, what boards have already established | character. 

receiving homes, and what power has the | 

Local Government Board to compel un-| Mr. CHAPLIN: Only eleven days ago 
satisfactory boards of guardians to obey | I answered a precisely similar question, 
their recommendations. | which was put to me by the hon. Member 


for the Walthamstow Division,+ and I 

Mr. CHAPLIN: The Local Govern. | have nothing to add to what [ said then— 

ment Board have, where ars pressed | namely, that for the reasons which on 

ae boards of guardians in the metro- | several occasions [ have stated to the 

polis the importance of establishing | House, I do not feel able to meet the 
receiving homes for the purpose referred | ¥iches of the hon. Member. 

to. Inthe majority of cases the guardians 


have already provided, or are in course 
VOL. LXXXIII. [(FourtH Srrizs.]} 





+ See page 414 of this volume. 
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SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION | Mr. CHAPLIN: I learn from the 
ACT, 1899. | Commissioners under the London Govern- 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): ment Act that they do not propose that 
I beg to ask the President of the Local the proceedings in connection with ad- 
Government Board if he can state in what justments under the Act should com- 
number of cases local authorities have mence before the new borough councils 
advanced money under the provisions of | have been constituted. 
the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, | 
1899, for enabling persons to acquire the | : } si, etal 
ownership of small Sion in which they FIRE AT HIGH LANE, CHESHIRE. 
reside. | Mr. BARLOW (Somersetshire, Frome); 
| I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I can only repeat the Government Board whether he is aware 
answer which I gave to a similar question | that a fire occurred at High Lane, 
recently put to me by the hon. Member Cheshire, on 8th April, and that, in con- 
for Leicester*—namely, that the Local sequence of the refusal of the fire brigade 
Government Board have no information | 0” arrival from Stockport to take steps to 
as to the number of cases in which local | put the fire out, three or four stacks of 
authorities have made advances under the | hay, worth £200 or £300, were burnt ; 
Act referred to. Their jurisdiction, how- | 4nd is he aware that the Stockport Fire 
ever, only extends to England and Wales. | Brigade acted under the instructions of 
the corporation in this course, because 
. | the farm was outside the boundary and 
MARRIAGE ACT, 1898-RETURNS. —_| within the parish of Marple, and that the 
Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to | Stockport Corporation have refused to 
ask the President of the Local Govern allow the fire brigade to assist in 
ment Board whether he will grant the. extinguishing fires. under such circum- 
Return respecting the Marriage Act, stances unless the Marple district are 
1898, which appears on to-day’s Paper. | willing to contribute toward its mainten- 
ance a sum equal to about 14d. in the 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I shall be happy to| £ annually on the whole assessment 
grant a Return on the subject referred , of the Marple district, in addition to the 
to. But there will be difficulty in sup-| charges and expenses of the brigade in 
plying some of the particulars asked for, | attending ; and will he state if this course 
and I will communicate with the hon. meets with his approval. 
Member as to the form of the Return. 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I am informed that 
LONDON Parisi nousDanies, (46 Wateh commitice of the Stockport 
Str GEORGE FARDELL (Padding- to the Marple District Council that the 
ton, 8.) : I beg to ask the President of the fire-engines and appliances of the corpora- 
Local. Government Board whether the | tion would not be allowed to attend fires 
questions of adjustment between parishes j, their district. The ground for this 
under schemes prepared in accordance | 4 .tion appears to have eek ‘teak thee dies 


with the provisions of the London 
Government Act, 1899, will be dealt 
with by the existing vestries and district 
boards, or whether it is intended that 
such matters shall be left open for settle- 
ment by the new borough councils in 
November next; and whether, if the 
first course is to be adopted, he will move 
the Boundary Commissioners to have the 
inquiries held before the end of July, as 
otherwise the various parishes interested 
will be prejudiced owing to the long 
vacation depriving them of the services 
of their accustomed legal advisers. 





* See The Parliomentary Debates (Vourth 
series] Vol. ixxix., page 1432. 


trict council had not agreed to contribute 
| towards the fire brigade. It was in con- 
'sequence of this that the fire brigade, 
acting under the instructions of the 
watch committee, declined to extinguish 
the fire in the Marple district which is 
referred to in the question. I understand 
that the Marple District Council have not 
been asked to contribute any such sum as 
that mentioned in the question towards 
the maintenance of the Stockport Fire 
Brigade. It is stated that no sum has 
/been specified, and that the district 
council have taken no steps whatever to 
/make an arrangement with the corpora- 
tion for the protection of their district, 
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no reply having been made to the com- | Section 8 of the Regulation of Railways 
munications sent to them by the corpora-| Act, 1871, does not apply to Scotland or 
tion on three separate occasions. On the ‘Ireland. The total number of fatal 
information before me, it scems to me accidents in which the movement of 
that the reponsibility in this matter rests | vehicles used exclusively on railways was 
with the Marple District Council. concerned that occurred in the five years 
| period, 1895 to 1899, to railway servants 

DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON | and contractors’ servants employed on 
AGRICULTURAL SEEDS. ‘railways in England and Wales was 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg | 1,869. An inquest was, no doubt, held 
to ask the President of the Board of | in each case. In thirteen of these cases 
Agriculture, if he will explain why no application was made by the aera for 
representative of the Irish seed trade was | 4 Tepresentative of the Board of Trade to 
appointed on the Departmental Com- jact as assessor, and in twelve cases 
mittee on Agricultural Seeds, seeing | such appointment was made. In the 
that it includes an English seedsman and remaining case, a sub-inspector was 
a Scotch seedsman. directed to attend the inquest and assist 


er ‘ the coroner. In four other cases during 
*THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD the period referred to, an officer of the 


or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- | Board of Trade has attended the inquest 
pool, West Derby): In consultation with | to watch the proceedings. 

my right hon. friend the Vice-President | 7 

of the Irish Department of Agriculture, I | 


Questions. Ques Jons. 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS IN THE 
selected the members of the Departmental | METROPOLIS. 
Committee in question to the best of my| Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
judgment, and the question of their | ask the President of the Board of Trade 
nationality did not enter into our con-; whether, in view of the fact that repre- 
sideration. | sentatives of the railway companies have 
|expressed themselves willing to give 
FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE IN | favourable consideration to the proposal 
NORFOLK. | for greater travelling facilities for work- 
Mr. PRICE: Can the President of | men, the Railway Department of the 
the Board of Agriculture see his way | Board of Trade is willing to approach all 
to any further relaxation of the foot-and- | the companies with a view of inducing 
mouth disease regulations in Norfolk ? pm to eg for os — of — 
tickets for bond fide workmen from 
*Mr. LONG: No, Sir; I am sorry to! suburban stations ta all trains arriving 
say I can make no promise on the subject. | at their destination before 8 a.m. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS—INQUESTS. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the | 
Board of Trade whether he can state the 


total number of coroners’ inquests held | 


Mr. RITCHIE: Having regard to the 
promise of consideration to which the 
hon. Gentleman refers, I do not doubt 
that the matter will be considered by the 
railway companies. 





upon railway servants killed by accidents | __ 
in which the movement of vehicles used | SU MENT REGULATIONS 
exclusively on railways was concerned, in | rallied oi ges Seciiy : 

the years 1895 to 1899 inclusive; in|, ADMIRAL FIELD (Sussex,  East- 
what number of such inquests the coroner | bourne): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
has applied to the Board of Trade, under | the Treasury whether, with reference to 
Section 8 of The Regulation of Railways | the non-retirement of clerks in the Probate 
Act, 1881, for a representative of the | 2"d other divisions of the High Court at 
Board to act as assessor ; and whether in | Sixty-five years of age, in accordance with 
any other, and if so how many, such | the recommendation of the Ridley Com- 
inquests the Board of Trade has been | Mission for the rest of the Civil Service, 
represented by any of its officials to watch | be can inform the House if there is any 
or take part in the proceedings. | statutory impediment assigned by the 


| Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, 
THE PRESIDENT or tur BOARD 


and the Master of the Rolls, for not en- 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): | forcing such retirement under conditions 


312 


PREME COURT CLERKS—RETIRE- 








1511 


which are applied to the whole of the 
Civil Service ; and whether the Treasury 
will call the attention of these authorities 
to the present deadlock in the way of 
promotion of this class of public servants, 
with a view to the removal of this alleged 
grievance. 


Questions. 


Mr. HANBURY: These high legal 
authorities are, I am informed, in dis- 
agreement as to the power to make an 
order for retirement at a fixed age in the 
legal departments. 

NEW NATIONAL PHYSICAL 
LABORATORY. 

Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works if the plans 
of the new National Physical Laboratory 
buildings and the smaller building in con- 
nection therewith can be shown in the 
Tea-room for two or three days. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. AKERS 
DoucLas): A rough map showing the 
proposed site shall be placed in the Tea- 
room; but it will not be practicable to 
exhibit the final detailed plans which are 
not yet completed. Perhaps I may men- 
tion that the western portion of the two 
buildings will only measure 80 feet by 40, 
and will be placed 140 yards from the 
Queen’s Cottage grounds in a position 
which will not interfere with any of the 
vistas from the gardens. 


LorpD BALCARRES: I asked for a 
plan of the buildings, not of the site. 


Mr. HANBURY: The detailed plans 
are not yet ready. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF ART—MRS. CASA- 
BIANCA’S PENSION. 

Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been directed to the claims 
for pension put forward by Mrs. Casa- 
bianca, late art mistress of the Royal 


College of Art; whether the services of | 
this lady were dispensed with owing to | 


the re-organisation of the Department, 


three months notice being given ; and | 


whether, in view of the fact that this 
lady, now a widow, has been forty-four 
years in Her Majesty’s service, and that 
all her predecessors received pensions or 
gratuities, he will take the case into con- 
sideration. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. HANBURY: I have examined 


this case very carefully myself more than 
once. I think hers a most deserving 
ease, and I regret that Parliament has 
given no powers to the Treasury which 
would enable us to give a pension to Mrs. 
Casabianca. Up till a few years ago 
various persons in similar circumstances 
did receive pensions, but it was after- 
wards ascertained that the Treasury had 
exceeded its powers in granting them. 
The termination of her services was occa- 
sioned by the re-organisation of the De- 
partment, coupled with the fact that she 
had passed the limit of age at which 
retirement is usual in the Civil Service. 
Six (not three) months was the period of 
the notice. 


Questions. 


THE NEW GREAT SEAL. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury can he say 
whence the necessity has arisen for de- 
signing @ new Great Seal; have there 
been any, and, if so, what alterations 
made in the design of the Great Seal; 
how many new Great Seals have been 
made in the present reign, and what has 
been the cost of each ; and’ what becomes 
of the old Great Seals. 


Mr. HANBURY: In 1897 it was 
represented to the Treasury that the 
present Seal had been in use for nearly 
twenty years, and twice as long as the 
average time during which previous Great 
Seals had lasted. New Great Seals were 
made in 1838, 1860, and 1878. Since 
1878 many documents which had formerly 
| to pass the Great Seal have under statute 
been impressed with a wafer instead. It 
was also stated that the mechanical parts 
|of the Great Seal were worn out, and 
‘that the fittings and ornaments had 
become sensibly defaced. The mechani- 

cal press and fittings are not, of course, a 
part of the Seal. The Seal itself, I am 
informed, requires careful cleaning, but 
| there may be technical difficulties in the 
way of sending the Seal to be cleaned and 
refitted. The cost of the 1838 Seal is not 
known. That made in 1860 cost £413, and 
that of 1878 £513. The new one will 
cost £400. The disused Great Seal is 
disposed of as the Sovereign may direct. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What altera- 


| tions have been made ? 


Mr. HANBURY: 





It is difficult to 


ene them in an answer. I shall be 
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glad to show the new design to my hon. 
friend. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is the cost 
provided for in the Votes ? 


Mr. HANBURY : I do not think it is. 


Questions. 


TRANSATLANTIC LINERS AND 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 


y 1900} Questions. 1514 


the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he is aware that post- 
men in the Stirling Post Office complain 
of the course adopted by one of their 
inspectors in regard to the time occupied 
in completing their rounds ; and whether, 
| seeing that there is a regulation of the 
| Department that rounds shall be pro- 
perly tested in case the delivery occupies 





Sir J. LENG: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the | 
Postmaster General, if he is aware that 
the Marconi system of wireless telegraphy | 
is now used by the American, French 


and German ‘Transatlantic steamships, | 
fifty of the German steamers having been | 


supplied with the apparatus ; and 
whether, as none of the British Trans- 
atlantic liners have adopted the Marconi 
system because the Postal Telegraphic | 
Department objects to their using it | 
within the three miles limit, the Depart- | 
ment will consider the expediency of 
removing a restriction which places | 
British at a disadvantage as compared 
with foreign mercantile steamers. 


Mr. HANBURY : The Postmaster 
General has no information as to the 
extent to which the Marconi system of 
wireless telegraphy has been adopted by 
the Transatlantic steamships of other 
nations. The Postmaster General is quite 
prepared to grant the Marconi Company 
a licence if suitable terms can be arranged. 


TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESSES. 


Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): I beg to ask the Secretary | 


to the Treasury, as representing the | 


Postmaster General, whether he will allow | 
the telegraphic address, Richmond, York- 
shire, which is charged as two words, to 
be changed to Richmond-upon-Swale, so 
that it may be charged as one word. 


Mr. HANBURY: Richmond - upon - 
Swale does not appear to be the name of 


the place in question, and the Postmaster | 


General has no power to rechristen it. | 
If the name of the place is altered by any | 
duly constituted authority the alteration | 
will, of course, be accepted by the Post | 
Office, with the result indicated in the hon. 
Member's question. 


POST OFFICE—ALLEGED 
INTIMIDATION. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


STIRLING 


more than the scheduled time, instruc- 
tions will be issued to apply the official 
i test in all cases in this office in which 
that time is habitually exceeded. 


Mr. HANBURY: No complaint such 
as that described by the hon. Member 
has been made by the postmen attached 
to the Stirling ‘Office, so far as the 
| Postmaster General is aware. In the 
| event of a postman habitually exceeding 
‘the time allotted for the completion of 
| his round it would be in accordance with 
ithe usual practice that the walk should 
| be officially tested. 


| 


Mr. STEADMAN: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman if he is aware that 
there is a certain amount of intimidation 
going on in this office which is not pre- 
valent in other offices ? 


| Mr. HANBURY: I am not aware of 
it, but if the hon. Member can prove it 
I will bring the matter before the 
authorities. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I will refer the 
| right hon. Gentleman to the case of the 
| man Taylor. 


LIABILITY OF DIRECTORS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
| called to the case, tried in the Central 
Criminal Court last Thursday, of 
Sydney Frederick Atkins, director of the 
| Automobile Association, Limited, an in- 
dictment againsc whom, charging him 
| with fraudulently applying to his own 
|use money belonging to the company, 
/was dismissed by the Recorder on the 
|ground that, although he had con- 
| sidered himself and been considered by 
the shareholders as a director, there had 
been some legal informality in his ap- 
pointment ; and whether he will intro- 
duce some provision into the Companies 
Bill now before the House to provide 
against such cases. 
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Questions, 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
decision of the Recorder of London, in 
the case of Sydney Frederick Atkins, 
reported on Friday, from which it appears 
that a person in whose appointment as 


director of a public company there may | 


be a flaw may be guilty, as such director, 
of fraud and misappropriation of funds, 
and cannot under such circumstances be 
brought to justice; and, if so, whether 


the Government intend to introduce any | 


legislation for the amendment of the law 


relating to the liability of directors for | 


criminal acts. 


Sir R. FINLAY: 
quiries as to the case referred to in these 
questions, 
peculiar. By the articles of 
by the shareholders at an extraordinary 
meeting. The accused had been co- opted 
by the ¢ existing directors, and his appoint- 
ment was therefore ultra 
Recorder did not decide that any legal 
informality or flaw in the appointment “of | 
a person who «cts as director of a public 
company wou.’ prevent his conviction 
under Section 81 of the Larceny Act. 
His decision was confined to the very 


special circumstances of the case before | 


him, and the legal difficulty would not 
have arisen if there had been counts in 
the indictment charging Atkins as a mem- 
ber or officer of the company. Under 
these circumstances I do not think that it 


will be found that the consequences of 


the decision will be such as to make legis- | 


lation necessary. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE. 
CoLtoneL LONG (Worcestershire, Eves- 
ham): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether, in arriving at the rate- 
able value of tithe rent-charge, poor rate 
may be deducted from the gross value ; 
and whether an assessment committee ean 
refuse to allow the portion of rate now 
paid out of the Local Taxation Account 
under 62 and 63 Vie, ¢. 17, to 
deducted. 


Sir R. FINLAY: The 
first branch of the question is in the 
affirmative. The to the second 
branch should, in my opinion, be in the 
negative. The whole rate 


answer 


deducted as before the statute, but I must | 


‘ 


{COMMONS} 


I have made in- | 


The circumstances were very | 
associa- | 
tion a director could be appointed only | 


vires. The | 


answer to. the | 


ought to be} 
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remind my hon. friend that I have no 
autherity to determine the point. If 
raised it must be settled by a court of 
law, and I express my opinion upon it 
only because it affects practice and 
administration under a recent Act ina 
|very large number of cases, and is of 
interest to a great many assessment com- 
mittees. 


Questions. 


SCOTTISH ORPHAN HOMES—BRIDGE 
OF WEIR. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether any arrangement has yet 
| been come to by the health authority of 
| Renfrewshire to provide for the reception 
of cases of scarlet fever and other infec- 
tious diseases occurring at the Orphan 
Homes of Scotland at Bridge of Weir. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 

GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that they have had no further communi- 
cation from the local authority on the 
| subject of the hon. Member's question, 


KILMALCOLM PUBLIC SCHOOL. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate if he can state for 
how many pupils the public school at 
| Kilmaleolm affords accommodation, and 
| how many pupils are on its roll; and 
whether the school board of the district 
has refused to permit any of the children 
from the Bridge of Weir orphan homes 
to utilise the surplus accommodation by 
attending the school. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
|number of pupils on the register of the 
| Kilmaleolm public school for last school 
| year was 362, and the accommodation is 
| sufficient for 6: 32. I amnot aware of any 
| wroposal that a certain number of the 
children of the orphan homes should be 
accommodated in the vacant places. The 
only proposal dealt with by the Depart- 
|ment was that the whole of these chil- 
dren who were in excess of the vacant 


‘© | places should be received. 


DUBLIN ROYAL HOSPITAL—THE 
GIBBONS CEILING. 

Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
famous Gibbons ceiling in the Royal 
Hospital, Dublin, has been condemned as 


| 
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unsafe ; and, if so, what steps are being 
taken to strengthen it without impairing 
its original character. 


Questions. 


Mr. HANBURY: I understand that 
the ceiling of the Royal Hospital Chapel 
is unsafe, and that it has been found 
necessary to suspend holding of divine 
service in the building. The ceiling will 


not be removed unless upon inv estigation, 


which is in progress, it is shown that it is | 
impracticable to render it secure. I may 


mention that it became necessary to restore | 


the roof of the chapel in 1891-2, and that 


in order to do this without interfering | 


with the ceiling it was necessary to attach 
the joists carrying the latter to the new 
roof. This was done with every care. The 


ceiling had previously been for some time | 


in an unsatisfactory condition and was 
under frequent examination. Ornaments | 
forming part of it had been falling and it 
had been found necessary to remove some 
and secure others. The condition of the 
ceiling was partly the result of the state 


of the old roof and partly of natural | 
decay caused by age and of the character | 
a great part of | 


of the ornamentation, 
which was in high relief and highly under- 


cut. The renewal of the roof tended to 


prolong the life of the ceiling. 


WATERFORD AND ROSSLARE 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. PATRICK ‘OuRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the construction of the line from Water- 
ford to Rosslare, sanctioned by Parliament 
in 1898, has been begun ; and, if so, can 
he say how many men are at present 
employed on the works. 


Mr. HANBURY: I have received 
this morning a letter from the Secretary 
to the Fishguard and Rosslare Company 
of which the following is an extract—- 

“A tender for the construction of twenty- 
nine miles of the Rosslare and Waterford 
Railway, involving an expenditure of £147,009, 
was accepted by the directors at the last 
meeting of the Board. Owing, however, to 
certain alterations in the specification which | 
were considered desirable by the engineers, | 
the contract was only executed within the | 
last few days, a the works have | 
not yet been commenced. Arrangements are, | 
however, being made with the contractors for | 


the works to be started forthwith.” | 
| 


VIRGINIA (CO. 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
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CAVAN) POST OFFICE. | 
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as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether it is in contemplation to change 
| the post office at Virginia, county Cavan, 
from the status of head office to that of 
sub-office, and whether he is aware, if 
such a change be made, that there is 
reason to suppose that it ‘will retard the 
despatch and delivery of letters and tele- 
grams, and otherwise interfere with the 
efficient working of the postal business 
| of the locality ; "and will he protect the 
‘inhabitants of Virginia from such an 
inconvenience. 


Mr. HANBURY: It has been decided 
by the Postmaster General to reduce 
Virginia from the status of a head post 
office to that of a railway sub-office ; but 
| so far from the alteration being detrimen- 





| tal to the efficient working of the postal 
and telegraph business of the locality, it 
will admit of an improved and accelerated 
service, while the existing facilities will 
in no degree be curtailed. 


CARRICKROE MAILS. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
|General, what steps have been taken to 
_ carry out the promise made some time ago 
to regularise the delivery of mails in the 
Carrickroe district, county Monaghan, 
where dissatisfaction exists in consequence 
of certain townlands receiving only two 
while others receive four deliveries in the 


THE 


' week. 


Mr. HANBURY: The official delivery 
is about to be extended to some unserved 
houses near Carrickroe; but the Post- 
master General regrets to find, as the result 
of the further inquiry which has been 
made, that he would not be justified in 
increasing the frequency of the service in 
other parts of the district. No promise 
to equalise the service throughout this 
district was made in the answer to the 
hon. Member’s previous question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 


of the great delays, will the right hon. 


| Gentleman hurry the matter forward ? 


Mr. HANBURY: There are special 
difficulties to be overcome. 


ENNISCORTHY POST OFFICE. 
Mr. THOMAS J. HEALY (Wexford, 
.N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
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Treasury, as representing the Postmaster; THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
General, if he can state the cause of the} LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
delay in building the proposed new post | Central): In answer to these questions 
office in Enniscorthy, or if he can say when | I have to say no results fees can be paid 
the work will be begun. after the Ist April, but teachers who 
aia taught under the results system up to the 
Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster wade the last financial me oat ive 
General regrets that it has not been | ay equivalent for such fees based on the 
practicable even yet to arrange Satis- | average payments for the last three years. 
factory plans for the new post office at | The mode of payment is at present under 
Enniscorthy, but the matter is being | eonsideration. 
pressed forward as much as possible. It 
cannot yet be stated when the work 


will be begun. ROYAL cn” aaa LARY 





Mr. M‘CARTAN (Down, S8.): I beg 
OMAGH POST OFFICE. to ask the Chief fetter ‘to Me Lord 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): | Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Royal 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea-| Irish Constabulary Code has been printed 
sury, as representing the Postmaster | yet ; and whether advocates appearing for 
General, whether he is aware if an oppor- | members of the force at courts of inquiry 
tunity was given the Omagh Urban | will have an opportunity of purchasing or 
Council to inspect the plans of the new | providing themselves with a copy of the 
post office in Omagh ; if tenders have yet same, as at present they have to defend 
been invited for the work ; and if he will | the accused charged with some violation 
state when it is expected building opera- | of one or more articles of the code without 
tions will begin. | having had an opportunity of studying 


Mr. HANBURY: The Omagh Urban | °° 
Council has not yet had an opportunity | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A similar 
of seeing the plans for the new post office. | question by the same hon. Mémber was 
Owing to difficulties that have been met | answered by me on the 24th inst. 
with, the plans have not yet been finally | 
A phere d Pang ee GREENISLAND WATER SUPPLY. 
not yet been invited, nor is it possible} jj, 4 , is 
to state when building ionitens ie be | I eer M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
wenn | I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
“ Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
ie Si aaa _ | under a sealed order of the Local Govern- 
RESULT FEES IN IRISH SCHOOLS. | ment Board (Ireland), dated 25th May, 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to | 1898, the area of charge for water supply 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| to Greenisland and neighbourhood was 
tenant of Ireland what provision has been | fixed, and if it is competent now for the 
made for the payment of the portions of | area to be extended over the dispensary 
results fees and customs ocr gp grant | district in which Greenisland is situated. 
to those teachers whose results year ter- : ‘ 
minated on dates other than the 31st ||, Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : Under the 
March, 1900, and who have been working | Public Health Amendment Bill which, I 
under the results system for periods rang- | hope, will become law in the course of a 
‘few days it will be competent for the 
Local Government Board, with the con- 
|sent of the Rural District Council, to 
Mr. 'T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : alter an area of charge for special 
I bee to ask the Chief Secretary to the | ¢Xpenses under the Public Health Act. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland “whether This provision will apply to the case of 
schools whose results period terminated | the Greenisland water supply. 
with the end of the financial year, though | 
examined in April and according to the | NEWMARKET FAIR TOLLS. 
new methods adopted by inspectors, will! Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
be paid as usual; and, if not, will the! the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
teachers of such schools receive any remu-| tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
neration for their twelye months work. _| has been called to the preceedings at the 


ing from one to twelve months ended 31st 
March, 1900. 
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Petty Sessions Court at Newmarket, 
County Cork, on the 11th inst., at which 
court Mr. Hardy, R.M., presided ; is he 


Questions 


aware that a man named James Browne | 


summoned a man named O’Shea (who 
claims the right of collecting tolls on fair 
days), for an assault upon him because of 
Browne’s refusal to pay tolls on 10th 
May, which was a market day and not a 


fair day, and that the magistrates, upon | 
O’Shea’s production of some documents, | 
dismissed the case without hearing the | 


plaintiff ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that O'Shea was defeated a year ago in 
an effort to establish his claim for pay- 
ment of these tolls, the magistrates will 
be called upon to explain why they dis- 
missed this case and other charges of 
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Questions. 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
| think the reason assigned would justify 
| me in giving the Return. 


Mr. CLANCY: Then I beg to give 
| notice that, on the Estimates, I shall call 
| attention to a scandalous violation of one 
| of the rules of the Civil Service. 


THE INDIAN BUDGET. 
Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
| First Lord of the Treasury if he can now 
| state when he will take the Indian 


| Budget. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would be 
| premature for me to give any indication 
on this subject. 


assault without allowing the plaintiffs to | 


be heard in court. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer to 


each paragraph is in the negative. 
would appear, on the facts stated in the 
question, to have been a private prosecu- 
tion, and the prosecutor, if he feels 


aggrieved by the decision of the magis- | 


trates, has his remedy at law. 


TEMPORARY PUBLIC APPOINTMENTS 
IN DUBLIN. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I) 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has any objection to give a Return of the 


temporary appointments made within the | 
last eighteen months to the various | 


public offices in Dublin, showing the 


names of the persons appointed and their | 


salaries, whether they were asked to 
submit to any examination, and whether 
any of the number, and, if so, how many, 


have since been appointed to permanent | 


posts in the public service. 


Mr. G. W. 
there are objections to granting a Return 


such as asked for in the question, but if | 
the hon. Member will communicate to | 


me his object in asking for the Return, I 
will consider whether I can supply him 
privately with such information as may 
be suitable for his purpose. 


[LATER. ] 
Mr. CLANCY: May I ask the Chief 


This | 


3ALFOUR: I consider | 


| LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
| (WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, consider- 
ing the large majority by which the 


|London Borough Councils (Women’s 
| Disabilities Removal) Bill passed its 


|Second Reading on Wednesday last, the 
| Government is willing to provide such 
| facilities as will enable the measure to be 
_ passed into law this session, so that the 
first elections to these councils, which are 
fixed for the lst November next, may 
take place under existing conditions. 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) : 
Can the right hon. Gentleman promise 
similar facilities to the County and 
Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) 
Bill? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Both my hon. 
friends must be aware what insuperable 
objections there are to invidious selections 
| being made in favour of Private Members’ 


Bills. 


HAGUE CONFERENCE. 
Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE (Burnley) : 


| I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 


sury whether he is now in a position to 
specify the reasons for which Her 
Majesty’s Government have not yet 
ratified the Convention adopted by the 


| Hague Conference. 


There were 





Secretary whether, now that he knows; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


the reason I put the question, he will 
have any objection to giving the Return 
asked for. 


| 


'three conventions signed at The Hague, 
| but I presume the hon. Member refers in 
| his question to the Pacific Settlement of 
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International Disputes Convention. We 
have reason to believe that it is the wish 
of the Netherlands Government that it 
should be ratified by all the Powers on 
the same date, to be fixed after the neces- 
sary Acts have been received at The 
Hague, probably not before the beginning 
of July. 


DISTURBANCES AT PECKHAM. 
CoLonELSANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle) : 
I wish to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury a question of which I have given 
him private notice as to the disturbances 
at Peckham. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): What are the terms of the 
question? Is the hon. and _ gallant 
Member not bound to read them ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: He is not bound to, 
certainly ; and I presume it is hecause he 
has not read it that no notice is taken of 
the question. 


CoLtoneEL SANDYS: I did not know I 
was at liberty toread the question. It is 
as follows: To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if his atiention has been drawn 
to a report in the press that on Sunday, 
27th May—— 





| . ‘ . ° 
| Chairman of the Standing Committee for 





*Mr. SPEAKER: If that question were 
brought to the Table it would be found te 
be irregular by reason of the mode of | 
reference to a report in a newspaper. | 
The hon. Member cannot merely refer to | 
& newspaper report; he must vouch for | 
what appears. He had better give notice 
in the usual way. 

| 


CoLoneL SANDYS: I will do so, Sir. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend in charge of the Bill seems to think 
there must be some misunderstanding as 
to its being of a controversial character. 


Sm H. CAM PBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think it would be better to put it off. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
PANEL). 


Mr. ArTHUR O’CONNOR reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had 
appointed Mr. Arthur O’Connor to act as 


the consid eration of Bills relating to Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure, in respect of the Town Councils 
(Scotland) Bill, in the place of Sir James 
Fergusson. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL 
(SELECT COMMITTEE). 
Ordered, That the Select Committee 


}on the Registration of Firms Bill have 
| power to send for peisons,: papers, and 


records.—(Mr. Attorney Gcneral.) 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
TRADE, ETC. 

Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Trade, ete., have leave to sit this day 
during the sitting of the House.—(r. 
Stuart-W ortley.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

hat they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act to amend and extend the pro- 
visions of the Law of Scotland on the 
subject of Education.” Education (Scot- 
land) Bill [Lords]. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL [Lords}. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 


(Stirling Burghs): What business is it | time upon Monday, 18th June, and to be 


proposed to take after the first Order to- | 
day ? | 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I should not| 
propose to go beyond No. 7. I think | 
there are one or two of those which pre- | 
cede it that might be taken. | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
No. 4 (Elementary Education Bill) may | 
not in itself be controversial, but it con- | 
tains controversial points. 


printed. [Bill 244. ] 
NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
The Hon. William Robert Wellesley 
Peel, for the Borough of Manchester 
(South Division). 





SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 


TION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 


Ordered, That the proceedings on the 
Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill, 
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5 Church of England 


if under discussion at Twelve o'clock this 
night, be not interrupted under the 
Standing Order (Sittings of the House). 
—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
(WHITSUNTIDE),. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House at its rising do adjourn 
till Thursday, 14th June, and that so soon 
as Government Business is disposed of 


this day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the | ; ub ; 
| test against the abolition of the right of 


| free speech, which is fast degrading the 


House without Question — put.”—(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


EDUCATION IN CHURCH OF ENGLAND 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS. 

*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I 
rise to complain of the arbitrary manner 
in which the Government has confiscated 
the rights of private Members. I had 
the first place to-morrow with a question 
of great importance to the Protestant 
population of this country ;+ but by 
adjourning the House to-day the Govern- 
ment has taken away my right and the 
rights of millions of people who were 
interested in this question. I never 
knew a more arbitrary exercise of power 
in this House. 
his action on the ground that I could 
discuss the same question on the Educa- 
tion Vote—in fact, he gave me what I 
consider to be a solemn pledge—but I 
have learned from the Chairman of Com- 
mittees that I cannot do so, as my motion 
involved alterations in the law ; and so 
the Government have contrived that as 
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far as they can they should suppress 


debate all this session on any burning 
question arising out of ritualism in the 


National Church and schools. I appeal 
to private Members, whose rights have 
been ruthlessly confiscated this session, 
to resent this constant invasion of their 


| rights, which are gradually being extir- 


pated altogether. We have only had six 
or seven Tuesdays this sessioa. Three 
times the Government have tried to take 
from me the right I possessed of bringing 
forward motions on that day, and I pro- 


mother of Parliaments to be a mere 
machine to register the decrees of Govern- 


ment. Never was there less excuse for 
taking away the rights of private 
Members. This is the idlest Parlizment 
I ever sat in. The Government can 
scarcely keep the House cmployed, 
and it is giving double the usual 
‘length of holidays at Whitsuntide, 
as it did at Easter; yet never 


The First Lord excused | 


_so ruthlessly confiscated. 


+ The following notice stood on the Paper in | 
the name of Mr. Samuel Smith for the 29th | 


May : “To call attention to the growing prac- 
tice of using Church of England Elementary 
Schools for the inculeation of sacerdotal doc- 
trine and ritual ; and to move, That in view of 
the rapid increase of sacerdotal and ritualistic 
teaching in the Anglican Church, especially 
in the rural parishes, and of the absolute con- 
trol of the religious teaching which the clergy 
exercise in voluntary schools through their 
power of appointing and dismissing the 
teachers, through their diocesan inspectors, 
through requiring attendance at ritualistic 
services, and otherwise; also in view of the 
fact that large numbers of Protestant children 
are obliged by law to attend these schools 
without “sufficient protection from the con- 
science clause, this House resolves that no 
system of education can be satisfactory where 
State support is given and compulsory atten- 
dance required ‘without representative local | 
control, and where the rights of teachers, 
parents, and children are not fully safe- | 
guarded.” 


'they renounce their faith. 


have the rights of private Members been 
I claim the 
right to lay before the House briefly the 
grievances I meant to bring forward on 
the day that was filched from me. I 
think [ am within my rights in doing 
se, and I ask the indulgence of the House 
while I state why the Protestant people 
of this country are indignant at the abuse 
of Voluntary schools and training colleges 
to stamp out the work of the Reforma- 
tion. Itis not far from the truth to say 
that there is a wide-spread conspiracy to 
use this vast engine of education to carry 
out the designs of the Ritualistic section 
of the Church, who have gradually got 
control of almost the whole of the huge 
machinery of education, and are using it 
ina manner quite contrary to the con- 
victions of the parents of the great mass 
of the children who are compelled to 
attend these schools. This work is 
carried on with the same subtlety that 
has marked all the tactics of the Oxford 


movement. The seat of this conspiracy 
lies in the training colleges which are 
practically the only entrance to the 


teaching profession in the Church of 
England, and these colleges as a rule re- 
fuse admission to Nonconformists except 
Even pupil 
teachers are not admitted into most 
| Voluntary schools without signing letters 
in which they agree to abandon the 
| faith of their parents. [Sir JoHN Gorst 
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dissented.] I see the right hon. Gentle- 


Church of England 


man shakes his head. I will refer 
the right hon. Gentleman to a fact 
within my own knowledge. The Wes- 
leyan body have made inquiries and have 
found that out of 986 schools to which 
their children applied, there were only 
eighty-eight in which they had not to 
enter into an engagement similar to the 
one I have described. Here is a letter a 
Wesleyan girl of fourteen years of age 
had to sign before she was admitted to 
one of these training colleges— 


jee eee , being of the age of fourteen 
years, and now living with my parents ........ 
EEE whose signatures are here ap- 


vended, do, with their consent, declare that I | 


intend finally to separate from the Wesleyan 
body and return to the Church of England, 
and that I will therefore not attend or assist 


in the services, school, or meetings of the Wes- | 


leyans, will also present myself before the 


Bishop of the diocese as a candidate for con- | 


firmation, and will henceforth be and remain in 
communion with the Church of England, and 
that I will devote myself to the profession of 
schoolmistress in the schools of the Church of 
England, and to the preliminary training re- 
quired by such office. 

“IT promise also that I will keep a duplicate 
copy of this declaration to show to anyone 
who may desire me to act in any way incon- 
sistent with this declaration. 


“Signed in the presence Of...........css0cceeee 


és Eerie re 
“Witness their signatures 
“Countersigned ............ Vicar of......... 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE! 


COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Can the hon. Gentleman say 
where this took place ? 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I cannot name 
the place, but I can tell the right hon. 
Gentleman whence I obtained my infor- 
mation. It was ata deputation to the Duke 
of Devonshire a week or two ago ; and the 
statement was made with the authority 


of the Wesleyan body, and I understand | 


they are prepared to give the particulars 
to the Vice-President if he desires to 
have them. 


Sir J. GORST: Iam very desirous of 


having them. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Very well; I 


will see that they are sent. I am told 


that in 900 of those schools similar 
declarations were required. But the 
grievance does not end here. Formerly 


the teaching of the Church of England 
Bir. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 


Elementary Schools. 1528 


was Protestant, and differed little from 
that of the Protestant Nonconformists. 
It was based upon Holy Scripture, and 
when the Education Act of 1870 was 
| passed it was taken for granted by all 
|that religious education in Voluntary 
|schools and colleges was_ essentially 
| Biblical education. The Liberal Party 
of that day would never have given com- 
| plete control over the education of half 
‘the children of the country to Anglican 
|clergy had they dreamt that they would 
| use it to stamp out the principles of the 
Reformation, and reimpose priestly domi- 
nation. But this is what is now being 
done in these schools. 


THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
K.): In which schools 4 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: The Volun- 
tary schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Give a case. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I will give 
some specimens if the right hon. Gentle- 
man will wait a moment. I would like 
first of all to give an admirable definition 
—to which the House will listen with 
much interest, as it comes from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
himself—of what these clergy are doing, 
and the kind of doctrine they are teach- 
ing the children of this country. This is 
what the First Lord of the Treasury 
wrote a short time ago in the North 
| American Review— 


“ A section (I believe a relatively small one)” 


—that is the only point I dispute in this 
quotation—— 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : I 
rise to a point of order. I see the hon. 
|Gentleman has a motion down for the 
19th June with reference to ritualism in 
the Church of England. I ask your 
ruling, Sir, whether he is not now enter- 
ing upon that subject. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I had observed that 
notice of motion, but it did not seem to 
me to be directed to the kind of religious 
education given in voluntary schools and 
| training colleges—that being the point 
the hon. Member is now discussing. 
| 


| Lorp HUGH CECIL: I understood 
| the hon. Gentleman was going into the 
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general ritualistic question. He was 
quoting from an article by my right hon. 
friend, who certainly did not write about | 
the schools. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I will follow the} 
speech of the hon. Member ; but so far 
he does not appear to me to have touched 
the ground covered by the notice of 
motion to which reference has_ been | 
made. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: My object is 


{98 May 1900} 





this—that the admirable description 
given by the First Lord of the Treasury | 
enables me to point out how the clergy | 
are controlling the education of _ this | 
country, in a sense entirely different to | 
what I would call the authorised teaching | 
of the Church of England, according to | 
the decisions given by the Archbishops. 
I will only quote one sentence from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s article— 


‘*A section (I believe a relatively small 
one) of the High Church clergy seem bent on 
proving their catholicism by embodying as 
much of Roman ritual and observing as much 
of the Roman doctrine as is compatible with 
remaining in a communion which the Church | 
of Rome has declared to be schismatic.” 


My argument is this: that these clergy- 
men have control of a large number of 
Voluntary schools—in some places almost 
entire control—and have invented a 
system of inspection whereby the teachers 
are all brought under an extreme 
ritualistic standard, or else lose their 
positions. It is not now as it used to be, 
when a very large amount of discretion 
was left to the teachers. They are now 
screwed up by the diocesan inspectors, 
who introduce text- books into the 
training colleges of the most extreme 
kind. I find, for instance, that the 
Rev. Prebendary Reynolds, who is the 
Archbishop’s inspector of training col- 
legos and the chief diocesan inspector for 
London, has published a handbook of 
Caurch history, which is full of the utmost 
animus against the Reformation. This 
great text book for training the teachers 
who are to train nearly three millions of 
English children instructs them that— 


‘the Reformation afforded an opportunity for 
every bad man to let loose every vile pas- 
sion” (p. 31). 


I ask hon. Members opposite whether it 
is a proper thing that young men and 
women in the most impressionable period 





| of the Training College at Carnarvon. 
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of their lives, and nine-tenths of whom 
are Protestants, should be taught such a 
travesty of history as that. Then the 
text-book states— 


‘*An attack was made upon the old altars 
instigated by Bishop Ridley.” 

‘*Under such influences as those it was no 
wonder that in the second Prayer Book of 
Edward VI. (1552) the English Church 
reached its low-water mark” (p. 42). 


|The reign of Queen Mary, generally 


known as “Bloody Mary,” Prebendary 
Reynolds passes over without even hint- 
ing that a single Protestant martyr was 
put to death. He states that during her 
life— 


“‘most of the extreme Reformers escaped to 
the Continent and spent a cat-and-dog life at 
Strasburg and Frankfort, or plotted further 
reforms at Geneva or Zurich.” 


The men he holds up to admiration are 


| Laud and Charles I. ; the men he vilifies 
are the great reformers and Puritans. But 


this book is a joke to one published by 
the Rev. J. Sidney Boucher, late principal 
It 
is filled with abuse of Protestant dis- 
senters from end to end. It contains, I 
assume, the substance of his addresses for 
twenty years to young men and women 
under his control, and is issued for use in 
other training colleges. From its flowers 
of rhetoric I cull a few gems— 


“Yet there can be no doubt that schism is 
as deadly a sin against God and his law of 
unity as are murder and adultery against the 
Sixth and Seventh Commandments. And so 
they are classed by the Apostles in many such 
passages as Gal. v. 20, etc.” 

“Dissent does in fact charge God with 
stupidity or cruelty, or both.” 

“Dissent does implicitly make God to be 
the Author of Evil.” 

“Dissent does naturally and inevitably pave 
the way to atheism.” 

“Tt follows, as a matter of course, that 
sacraments, as ministered by Dissenters, can- 
not be anything more than a sacrilegious 
outward show, and as much a mockery and a 
delusion as grace without meat, a shell with- 
out a kernel, or a knife without a blade.” 


This will be strong enough even for the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich. 
Here is another extract— 


“The Bible is emphatically the Church’s 
Book, to which Dissenters have no more right 
than have deserters to the Drill and Text 
Book of the Army from which they have 
seceded.” 


There is one statement so astonishing 
that I hesitate to quote it. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What is the; *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: The teacher 
book from which the hon. Member is! would probably be dismissed if it were 
quoting, and is it authorised ? known that I had quoted him in this 

House. Formerly the teachers were 

*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: It is a book | allowed latitude, as all teachers should, 
written by the late Principal of the | but now a system of inspection has been 
Training College at Carnarvon, entitled | invented. Eleven of these inspectors are 
“ Manual of Doctrine and Practice,” and | members of the English Church Union 
it contains the substance of the lectures | and followers of Lord Halifax, whom the 
he delivered to the teachers under his | First Lord of the Treasury designated as 
control. I ask if a single hon. Member | one who regards “the history of the 
will approve of the following statement— | Church of England for the last three 
: i > ie | centuries as an unprofitable parenthesis 

“The soul-starvation thus resulting has |. thn history of the Churcl . 1” 
naturally caused that sad loss of moral and | 1% Mle history of the Uhurch Universal. 
spiritual tone so painfully conspicuous among | These inspectors visit the schools 
the various sects, and has reduced them from | twice a year, and they require poor 
‘religious societies’ to mere * political clubs’ | Jittle children to answer the most 
agi eigenen ge aplenty Phage | difficult questions about sacerdotalism, 
knavish demagogues and the criminal classes | the sacraments, and the absolute necessity 
—an incendiary system which aims at the | of confessing toa priest in order to obtain 
pe oi henbegag = — eS = | forgiveness. It is remarkable that the 

. atrec | 
Siawth, alcenting cron sa are not ahead two books from _Which I have quoted 
to propagate as gospel truth—to carry out | scarcely refer at all to the teaching of the 
their godless purposes.” | Scriptures. They are all about questions 
| of church ceremony, sacramental powers, 
The whole book is written in that style | the apostolic succession, and such like. I 
from beginning to end, and I would not -ask the House, was it ever designed by 
believe it had been written by any man Parliament that enormous sums of money 
occupying the position of the author! should be given to train teachers who 
if I had not seen it. These training col-| have half the children of the country 
leges receive from the Government} under their control—800,000 of them 
£200,000, they are exempt from all in-| children of Protestant Nonconformists— 
spection by the Education Department, | and that they should have their minds 
and any kind of travesty of history may | poisoned against the very children whom 
be taught in them. I think it is high | they have to train? I say this is a crime 
timethat the country should know thekind | against justice and charity, and is un- 
of teaching given in them to teachers who | worthy of a free country. Many of the 
will have to teach 3,000,000 of the chil- | schools are under the control of the squire 
dren of England. To show how tightly | and the parson, and a parent who with- 
the ecclesiastical rope is drawn round the | drew his children would probably lose his 
teachers, I may mention that no less jemployment. That is the position and 
than eleven of the diocesan inspectors for | the difficulty, and on it I intend to take 
religious instruction are members of the| the decision of the House fully and 
English Church Union, and the teachers | broadly, and not on any incidental point. 
of the National schools are obliged to give | The fact is that in many cases the 
such instruction as will secure their| children in these Voluntary schools are 
approval, otherwise they are in danger of | marehed from school to church on week 
dismissal from their schools. One teacher | days to be present at the celebration of 
in a National school wrote to me that the | Mass, or what is practically the same 
diocesan inspector came into his school to | thing, “Children’s Eucharists,” and all 
test the religious instruction of the chil-| the children are required to go. 
dren. The question he put was, “Who | 
forgives sin ?” and the answer the children; Sir J. GORST: Were you there ? 
gave was, “God.” The inspector was not | 
satisfied with that, and said, “Is that! *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Let me say 
all?” and at last he required the poor | if I were to give all the facts I have 
children to say, “And the priest.” accumulated on this question the House 
would howl me down, for it would take 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What is the| me two or three hours to go over them. 

name of the school ? Here is a single case, that of the notorious 
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Hensall-cum-Heck in the diocese of York. ; Church of England school. The Arch- 


The National schools are the only schools | bishop of York stated in his Diocesan . 


in the parish, and they are attended by | Magazine for March 19th, after the re- 
the children of Dissenters as well as of | signation of the Vicar of Hensall-cum 
Churchmen. There was at the beginning | Heck, that Mr. Bryan had “laboured 
of the year in the schools an altar with | for fourteen years with exceptional de- 
candles and crucifix, and the children | votion and earnestness.” That leads me 
were taken to church every Thursday | tosay that I do not for one moment doubt 


morning at nine o’clock to hear Mass. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Was that by 
the late or present incumbent? 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: It was by the 


incumbent who had been in the parish for | 
fourteen years, and who left the Church | 
of England two months ago and joined | 
I may further tell | 


the Church of Rome. 
the noble Lord the Member for Green- 


wich that the facts of the case had been | 


laid before the Archbishop of York over 


and over again during the fourteen years | 


that that incumbent indulged in these 
ritualistic practices ; but the Archbishop 
did not pay the slightest attention 


to the representations made to him. | 


It was only two months ago that the 
Archbishop asked the incumbent whether 


he could not see his way to resign ; and | 


he did resign, and went over to the 
Church of Rome. 
children were taught in these schools. 


They were taught to bow on one knee on | 
“reserved | 
the | 
Rosary, and they were taken to church | 


the high altar before the 
Sacrament.” They were taught 


to the “Blessing and Imposition of 
Ashes,” and some of them were smudged 
with the ashes. I may mention that, in 
the Sunday school, they are obliged to 


Here is what the | 


| that many of these men are earnest and 
‘devout. Thatis shown by their strenuous 
lives and by their devotion to duty 
among the poor. I agree with the First 
Lord of the Treasury in his article in the 
| North American Review, that in many re- 
spects they are really pious and good men, 
but they are teaching a different religion 
from that held by the people of England, 
and they ought not to be in the Church 
of England. The Education Act of 1870 
would never have been allowed to pass 
‘through this House by Nonconformist 
Members if it had been understood that 
we were handing over the education of 
‘the rural population of England to clergy- 
/men who in their hearts were Roman 
Catholic priests. We handed over the 
education of three millions of children to 
the Church of England, under the belief 
that it was a Protestant church. The Non- 
| conformists had no great objection to the 
differences between the great Protestant 
Church of England and the Noncon- 
formist churches. All of them look to 
the Scriptures as their supreme guide, 
but none of us ever dreamed, when we 
agreed to hand over the education of three 
| millions of children, that we were going 
| to poison the minds of both the teachers 
|and the scholars with the practices and 
‘doctrines I have been quoting, such as 


learn the Roman Catholic catechism, and | that Dissenters are all going to hell, and 
the boys and girls all receive the “Chil- | that they have never been properly bap- 
dren’s Pictorial Mass Book,” with the | tised. ‘The time was come when we must 
imprimatur of “ Henry Edward, Cardinal | re-arrange the whole educational system 
Archbishop.” It may be said that the | of the country. We have either got to 
Sunday school was nothing to do with | do that or we shall see some consequences 
the day school, but the teachers in the | which will be very painful, and very diffi- 
day schools are always found to be | cult to deal with indeed. There are two 
teachers in the Sunday school. Itis part | religions taught in the Church of Eng- 


of the agreement forced upon them. 
They pass from the day school to the 


Sunday school, where they teach Roman | 


Catholic doctrines, and when they return 
to the day school on Monday is it likely 


| land at the present time, which are abso- 
'lutely opposed to each other. The one 
is based on the right of private 
judgment, and the other wholly 
‘built upon the authority of the 


‘priests. There is no reconciliation 





that they will teach any others? Cer- 
tainly not. Another case I may men-_ between them possible. Most of the hon. 
tion incidentally is that of St. Bartho- | Members who hear me know the truth of 
lomew’s at Brighton, where 2,000 | what I am saying, and they themselves 


children from the National schools are | do not believe in the priestly system. 
marched once a week to hear Mass in a | They must know that this state of things 
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is a great injustice to Nonconformists, 
and to three-fourths of the Protestants of 
England. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is trenching on the 
ground referred to in a notice of motion 
on the Paper. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I appeal to 
the Unionist party to act up to the 
spirit of the resolution passed by this 
House on this matter, and only objected 
to by the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich and a small group of his way 
of thinking. That resolution was as 
follows— 

‘That this House deplores the spirit of 
lawlessness shown by certain members of the 
Church of England, and confidently hopes that 
the Ministers of the Crown will not recom- 
mend any clergyman for ecclesiastical pre- 
ferment unless they are satisfied that he will 
loyally obey the bishops and the Prayer-book, 
and the law as declared by the courts which 
have jurisdiction in matters ecclesiastical.” 


I ask the House to goa little further, and 
say that no such lawless clergy shall have 
the control of the Voluntary schools of 
the country. It is there the real mis- 
chief is done ; it is amongst the children 
tenfold more than amongst the adults 
that the mischief is done. When you 
get young children of ten or twelve years 
of age, and threaten them with dire 
penalties in the next world unless they 
confess their sins to the priest, you are 
poisoning their minds, and indulging 
in practices by which Protestantism 
will be well nigh stamped out. I am 
persuaded that three-fourths of the hon. 
Members [ am addressing believe in the 
bottom of their hearts all I am saying. 
I am in favour of keeping religious educa- 
tion in the schools. I believe that to a 
God-fearing people the elementary teach- 
ing of religion is exceedingly valuable, 
and I shall be sorry indeed to see it 
driven out of the schools. In this secular 
and unbelieving age it is necessary that 
everything should be done to save the 
children from irreligious influences. But 
if the religious education of the children 
is to pass wholly into the hands of a 
priestly caste, who are out of sympathy 
with the beliefs of the British people, 
there will be such an outburst of popular 
indignation that our whole system of 
primary education will be entirely secu- 
larised ; and I would regard that: as the 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 


| be respected. 
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Elementary Schools. 
greatest misfortune that could befall this 


country. I say this is the most promi- 
nent question of the day. It is obscured 
for the moment by the war in South 
Africa ; but that will pass away, and the 
question will remain whether England is 
to be unprotestantised, or whether the 
deepest convictions of the nation are to 
I insist that this House 
should not be deprived of a free discussion 
of this subject; and in order to enable 
the House to express its opinion upon it, 
I beg to move as an Amendment to the 
motion of the First Lord of the Treasury 
the insertion of the word “to-morrow ” 
after the word “rising.” 


Amendment proposed — 


‘* After the word ‘rising’ to insert the word 
‘ to-morrow.’”—(Mr. Samuel Smith.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘to-morrow’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise at once 
to follow the hon. Gentleman, for two 
reasons. The first reason is that he pre- 
faced his speech by a personal attack on 
myself. er 


*Mr. SAMUELSMITH : Not an attack 


—a comment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman and I differ in the meaning we 
attach to words. I call it an attack—a 
personal attack on myself; he calls it a 
comment. And, in the second place, I 
rise at once because I do not think that 
the motion for the adjournment of the 
House is a very convenient occasion for 
a long discussion on matters however im- 
portant. It would raise more than one 
issue of great importance to which we 
cannot give the necessary time, and 
some control should be exercised by 
hon. Members as to the time occupied by 
each topic. The hon. Gentleman’s 
criticism, as he was pleased to call it, on 
the arrangement of business in this House 
appears to be based on the right of 
private Members in general, and his 
own rights in particular, as regards the 
day on which the House should rise. The 
hon. Gentleman succeeded in the ballot 
in getting to-morrow for his motion, and 
he seems to think it not only a personal 
insult to himself, but also an outrage on 
the rights of private Members, that the 
holidays should begin on Monday 
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night instead of Wednesday or Thurs- | 
day. Never was such a_ pretension 
made in this House before. The hon. 
Gentleman says that the rights of private 
Members are being gradually  extin- 
guished. Private Members have had 
more opportunities this session than they 
have had for many sessions in recent 
times, and they have shown their appreci- 
ation of the opportunities given them, I 
think, in the most wise way they could 
show it, by counting out the House at 8 
o'clock and going home comfortably to 
dinner. Then the hon. Gentleman comes 
down to the House and professes to 
represent an oppressed and ill-used class— 
oppressed by the tyranny of the Govern- 
ment, which, in his own graceful expres- 
sion, had turned the House into a 
machine for registering its own decrees. 
I hope the hon, Gentleman will learn | 
more moderation in his criticisms in | 
future, and I confess the preface he. 
made did not give me a high idea of the | 
candid spirit in which he was going to 
approach his main topic. What was | 
that main topic? It was in _ part 
an attack upon those who, being | 
members, or professing to be mem- 
bers, of the Church of England, hold 
doctrines which I certainly find it very 
difficult to reconcile with the doctrines of 
the Church of England, and which, I am 
afraid, in some cases, are held by persons 
whose loyalty to the Church of England 
is very questionable. That was the | 
general text of the hon. Gentleman, and | 
no doubt it is a text which will always | 
find favour in this House, where the great 
bulk of Members are strongly opposed to 
the particular school of theology which 
the hon. Gentleman is attacking. But, 
not content with this vague, general 
attack on this particular section of the 
Church of England, the hon. Gentleman 
made a specific proposal with regard to 
our system of education, which was none 
other than the modest suggestion that the 
whole of the Act of 1870 should be upset, 
that the whole system of Voluntary 
schools should be brought to a summary 
conclusion, and that we should adopt a 
plan which he himself denounced— 
namely, that of purely secular education. 
That was the thesis the hon, Gentleman | 
put forward, that was the conclusion to 
which he asked the House to arrive. 
Anything more preposterous than the 
making of such a suggestion on a 
motion for the adjournment of the House, | 
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or even on a Tuesday evening, I can 
hardly imagine, and I cannot believe that 
any hon. Gentleman, whatever view he 
takes of the ritualistic question, would 
really concur with the hon. Gentleman’s 
suggestion. But that suggestion, after 
all, is based on a fundamental confusion 
as to our system of Voluntary schools. It 
has never been pretended that under our 
system of Voluntary schools the teaching 
given in every Voluntary school was in 
accordance with what [ may call the 
average religious views of the community. 
On the contrary, as the hon. Gentleman 
knows perfectly well, under our Volun- 
tary school system it is specifically in- 
tended and contrived that Roman 
Catholics should be able to have Volun- 
tary schools. Does the hon. Gentleman 
object to that ? 


Elementary Schools. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: No, I do not 
object to that, because we do not send to 
them Protestant children. They are 
simply for the benefit of Roman Catholics. 
What I complain of is that these ritualistic 


' schools receive vast numbers of Protes- 


tant children who are compelled to go to 
them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman is entirely mistaken. There is no 
distinction whatever between Roman 
Catholic Voluntary schools and Protestant 
Voluntary schools, between Church of 
England schools and Wesleyan schools, in 
the particulars of which he speaks. It 
may happen, and probably does happen, 
that there are more Church of England 
schools in parishes where no other schools 
exist. That is the more common case ; 
I grant that ; but the other case is dis- 
tinetly contemplated, and plenty of Pro- 
testant children, under our present 
system, goto Roman Catholic Voluntary 
schools. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Very few, 
and they are very much objected to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman is mistaken. I made the accurate 
statement that there are many Protestant 
children who go to Roman Catholic 
schools, and in Ireland a Protestant child, 
except in the north of Ireland, has never 
any chance of going to a school which is 


‘not under the management of Roman 


Catholics, and probably of the Roman 
Catholic priest. Ninety-five out of 100 
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of the children are Roman Catholics. 
But the evils of that system, in so far as 
it has got evils, are obviated by the con- 
science Clause. The hon. Gentleman says 
the Conscience Clause is no protection He 
did not give us one atom of proof of that 
contention. I interrupted him more than 
once to ask for specific cases, because it all 
turns on authenticated cases. It not only 
turns on authenticated cases, but on the 
proportion of such authenticated cases to 
the total number. The hon. Gentleman 
is singularly unsuccessful in his cases. 
The only case he gave, as far as I remem- 
ber, was one which is no longer a case—a 
case which has come to an end, a case in 
which the offending clergyman has ceased 
to be the clergyman of the parish and has 
joined the communion with which, I dare 
say, he has been much more in sympathy 
than with the Church of England. But 
even in that case I did not make out that 
the hon. Gentleman alleged that the Con- 
science Clause was without effect, or a 
dead letter. Does he think it was violated 
in that case ¢ 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: What I said 
was that in this particular case the 
children had to go to Mass once a week, 
and as a rule those who refused to go 
were so penalised, were made so to sufier 
in many ways, and their lives were made 
so miserable, that they were compelled to 
go to Mass. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I absolutely 
disbelieve that statement, and if the hon. 
Gentleman has any proof of it, it is his 
bounden duty to bring it before the Edu- 
cation Department. A greater scandal 
than that of compelling children, against 
the wish of their parents, to attend 
religious services or even to be taught 
doctrines of which thcse parents disap- 
prove I cannot imagine. It is directly 
contrary to the whole spirit of the Edu 
ration Act, it is contrary to the law of the 
land, and the hon Gentleman, instead of 
coming down here and making vague de- 
clarations upon an occasion like this, 
should bring before the Education Depart- 
ment, before this House, and before the 
country the specific cases in which the 
clergy are guilty of this gross dereliction 
of public duty and this open violation of 
the law of the land. I do not say that 


such cases do not exist, because there are 
a large number of Voluntary schools 
throughout the country, and here and 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


| there errors and breaches of the law may 


obliged to go to those schools. 
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occur, but I am perfectly certain that they 
are very few; and the hon. Gentleman 
would have done better if, instead of tell- 
ing us that he has so many cases that the 
House would be kept up all night if he 
gave them, he had given us one or two 
authenticated cases which would bear 
examination. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I brought a 
similar case last year before the Vice- 
President of the Council of Education in 
my own constituency. I told the right 
hon. Gentleman that in the town of Flint 
the vicar had read out from the pulpit 
the names of the child:en who did not 
attend a certain service, and hal written 
to some of the employers asking them to 
dismiss their parents. 


Sm J. GORST: I cannot allow the 
hon. Member to say that. That is not a 
correct representation. 


AN Hon. MemBer: What is? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is most earnest and sincere in 
the cause he advocates. But he is 
credulity itself, if he will forgive my 
saying so; he is incorrigible. I have 
always wished to pin him to facts—but I 
have always failed to do so—-hecause [| 
think that if these things exist they should 
be cured. If it is true that there are 
parsons, school managers, throughout 
the country openly breaking the law 
|Sunday after Sunday, week after 
| week, in the way the hon. Gentleman 
| suggests, they should be brought to book. 
Why does he not help us to bring them 
to book, instead of making these vague 
general accusations against the whole 
class, which as a elass, [ am sure, do not 
deserve his censure ! 
hon. Gentleman habitually uses language 
of the most exaggerated kind. He 
describes cases, which I hope do not exist 
at all, but which certainly, if they do, 
exist in very small numbers, of clergy- 
men teaching in their schools extravagant 
doctrines which I find myself unable to 
reconcile with the teaching of the Church 
of England. He makes the statement 
that 800,000 Protestant Nonconform sts 
are obliged to go to such schools. Sir, 
that is a preposterous exaggeration. ‘The 
800,000 Nonconformist children are not 
If the 


The truth is, the, 
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hon. Gentleman had taken the trouble to 
go into the schools throughout our rural 
districts he would have found that in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the 
religious education given by the clergy- 


man to the children of the parishioners, | 
be they Churchmen or Nonconformists, is | 


absolutely in harmony with the general 
wishes of the parents, and I do not believe 
that he will be able to find half a 
dozen—I doubt whether he will be 
able to find three—cases throughout 
the length and breadth of the land 
in which he can show that the Conscience 
Clause has really been violated by the 
clergyman. If he does, it is not only his 
right, it is his bounden duty, never to rest 
until these cases are thoroughly exposed, 
and until the legal, normal, and healthy 
system is introduced into them—that 
system which, I believe, does prevail 
throughout the rest of the country. I do 


not propose to follow the hon. Gentleman | 


through his criticism of certain text-books 
which he brought to the attention of the 
House. 
only one which I gathered to be authorised 
in the training colleges seem to me to be 
too brief, and in fact too innocuous, to 
deserve much comment. 
ment in that book which the hon. Member 
quoted, and which he thought was an 
attack on the Reformation, was, I must 
say, a very severe, if not wholly exagge- 
rated, criticism of the stormy times which 
accompanied the Reformation movement. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: The whole 
book is a condemnation of the Reforma- 
tion. There is nothing at all in the book 
to indicate the true character of the great 
Reformation in this country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the hon. 
Member’s general statement, but his only 
specific instance, which I have ventured 
to quote, does not bear out his general 
statement. If the hon. Member will call 
to mind the excesses of the Anabaptists at 
the one end of the scale, and the massacres 
of St. Bartholomew at the other end of 


the scale, I think he will find that his | 


references do not justify the incriminating 
deductions which he has drawn from them. 
I do not profess to have read the book, 
but the quotations made by the hon. 


Gentleman from it do not, in my opinion, | 


support the statement he has made. The 
hon. Gentleman has put before the House 
a broad general proposition, and to that I 
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The extracts he gave from the | 


The only state- | 
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hope the House will express its strong 
dissent. Because here and there, in his 
| opinion, there are, rightly or wrongly, 
| doctrines tanght in Church of England 
'schools that he wishes to make it im- 
possible for the most Protestant members 
of the Church of England to teach in 
Voluntary schools, he wishes to destroy 
the whole system of the Wesleyan Volun- 
| tary schools and the whole system of the 
| Roman Catholic Voluntary schools. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: No, no. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, but he 
does. His proposition is that the Voluntary 
‘schools lead to abuses, which he has 
described ; that the settlement of 1870 
has proved to be a failure, and therefore 
he thinks that the whole system should 
he uprooted. That is his proposition, and 
I hope that the House will express an 
emphatic negative to it. If the hon. 
Member simply asks me to agree with 
him that some of the teaching on which 
he comments is very unfortunate and in- 
consistent, in my personal views, with the 
position of the Church of England, of 
course I agree with him ; but that is not 
the proposition he brings before the House. 
He says that because here and there there 
are abuses in the system, the system itself 
must be destoyed, the only alternative 
| being the introduction of secular educa- 
tion. Ido not think that this is a con- 
venient opportunity for the House to 
come to a vote on that question. The 
actual proposition before us is whether 
we shall go for our holidays to-night or 
to-morrow. I do not think that that 
| raises the issue in a very clear, practical, 
or convenient form; but whenever the 
hon. Member does raise the clear, practi- 
cal issue I certainly shall be found voting 
with those who think that the existing 
Voluntary school system, with all its de- 
fects, deserves to be maintained, especially 
considering that the only substitute sug- 
gested by the hon. Member himself is 
secular education, which is put in rivalry 
with the Voluntary schools. I am sorry 
that the House has not an opportunity cf 
voting on that, and that the hon. Member 
has not had an opportunity of bringing on 
| his motion. He has, however, had an 
opportunity of making a speech, and 
that, I hope, will partially reconcile 





|him to his loss. [AN Hon MEMBER: 
/}Oh!] I do not know what the hon. 
|Gentleman objects to in that. I 
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think, at any rate, he will not find this 
a convenient opportunity to ask the 
House to divide upon an issue which can 
give no true indication of the opinion 
held in this House on the very important 
subject which he has brought before it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I very much regret the 
tone adopted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man in his reply to the hon. Member for 
Flint. This is a matter of much greater 
importance than he seems to imagine. It 
is a question which affects very deeply 
the religious convictions of a community 
numbering two millions of people ; and | 
regret much that he did not address him- 
self to its consideration in a much more 
grave spirit than he did. I quite agree that 
a motion for the adjournment of the 
House for the holidays is not a con- 
venient method of raising a discussion on 
a matter of this kind; but surely that is 
the greatest argument that could be ad- 
duced in support of the motion of my 
hon. friend. I think it is important 
enough to have induced the House to 
curtail its holidays by twenty-four hours. 
The right hon. Gentleman complains of 
what he called the exaggeration of my 
hon. friend. But I do not think I ever 
listened to a speech which so completely 
distorted every statement and argument 
put forward by my hon. friend. I will 
give one illustration. He said that my 
hon. friend wishes to destroy the Roman 
Catholic, the Church of England, and the 
Wesleyan Voluntary schools. That was 
not my hon. friend’s argument at all. 
Our whole complaint is that in a large 
number of districts in England and Wales 
there are schools where the doctrines of 
the minority of the population are taught 
to the children of the majority, and 
where the religious opinions of the mana- 
gers of the schools are not those of the 
majority of the population. The right 
hon. Gentleman asks, “Are there no 
Protestant children who go to Roman 
Catholic schools in Ireland?” That may 
be the case; but I point out the 
distinct difference. There the Protestant 
children constitute a very small minority. 
But in the east and west of England and 
in Wales there are hundreds of parishes 
with hundreds of schools which are 
managed by Church of England ministers, 
while the bulk of the population are 
Nonconformists. That is a very different 


case, and the right hon. Gentleman knows 
Mr. A, J. Balfour. 
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it, or ought to know it. I say that is a 
grievance which he ought to recognise— 
a grievance which was recognised by the 
Prime Minister himself. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman complained that my hon. 
friend made vague declarations as to the 
Conscience Clause being an insufficient 
protection in these cases. It is not a 
question of whether the Conscience 
Clause is violated ; but of whether it is 
a sufficient protection or not. My hon. 
friend gave a specific case in support of 
his contention, but tue right hon. Gentle- 
man carefully ignored it altogether. And 
what about the case of the Welsh girl 
who was told that unless she signed a 
declaration abjuring the Wesleyan faith 
not become a teacher in a 
particular school ? 


Sir J. GORST: Where was it ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: In the west 
of England somewhere. I confess that 
at the moment I cannot give the name of 
the village, but I undertake to supply it 
to the right hon. Gentleman. There are 
hundreds of cases like that. It is 
perfectly well known that no Noncon- 
formist child can become a téacher in any 
of these National schools, except on the 
express condition of giving up his or her 
faith. The right hon. Gentleman has 
never denied that. 


Sir J. GORST: Oh yes, [ have. Two 
years ago I challenged the hon. Member 
to produce me any case of that kind, and 
he has failed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The challenge 
was entirely on our side, and the right 
hon. Gentleman failed to accept it. Let 
me say that this is not the only case of 
interruption by the right hon. Gentleman 
which is not entirely in conformity with 
fact—I do not say intentionally. The 
challenge was this. We made a general 
statement upon the evidence of statistics 
collected by the Wesleyan communion 
in the east of England—statistics which 
were quoted to the right hon. Gentleman 
across the floor of the House by the right 
hon. Member for East Wolverhampton 
and the hon. Member for the Louth 
Division of Lincolnshire. It is per- 
fectly true that the right hon. Gentleman 
did deny their accuracy ; but we chal- 
lenged him to get a Return from all these 
State schools of all the pupil teachers in 
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them who were not of the Anglican faith. | Henry Harben communicated with the 
The right hon. Gentleman very prudently | 


did not take up that challenge. He re- 
ferred us to the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, and the First Lord of the Treasury 
referred us to the Duke of Devonshire ; 
and the only result of that challenge is 
that they have declined to give us the 
information. It is very easy to obtain it. 


man and told him not to interfere in 
politics. So much for the protection of 


the Conscience C..use. There is a specific 


It is simply to call upon the school | 


managers to give in the name of every 
teacher and pupil teacher who belongs to 
any faith except their own. 


I remember | 


that the right hon. Gentleman read | 


some letters from Wales on _ the 
subject; and it is true that one 
particular inspector belonging to the 


Church of England did deny our allega- 
tion, but the other did not. He said in 
regard to the case given by the hon. 
Member for Flint, that there was no 
intimidation. He denied it. Let me 
remind the House of the facts which were 
given, and which were not denied. 


Sir J. GORST : It was twice discussed 
in the House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 
have discussed it a third time had the 
right hon. Gentleman not now denied it. 
What happened then? A resident in the 
town of Flint claimed his rights for his 
children under the Conscience Clause in 
regard to free education ; and what did 
the manager of the schools, the rector of 
Flint, do? He found out who were the 
employers of this parent, and he wrote a 
letter to Sir Henry Harben, one of the 
directors of the Prudential Assurance 
Company, complaining of the company’s 
agent in Flint “interfering in politics” 
by claiming for his children the protection 
of the Conscience Clause. 


Sir J. GORST: The facts were denied 
twice in the House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The rector 
of Flint wrote a letter to Sir Henry 
Harben, who is the chief director of the 
Prudential Assurance Company, com- 
plaining of the action of his agent down 
there—that he was interfering in politics. 
What was the interference? Simply 


claiming for his children the protection | Act. y 
That is not | can break the law which has been devised 
I ask the | for the protection of the poor. Certainly, 


of the Conscience Clause. 
denied by the rector of Flint. 


I would not | 
| th 


|They were not poor labourers. 


case where it was in the power of the 
right hon. Gentleman to interfere. I 
remember what he said was that the 
rector denounced some poor labourers. 


labourers ! 
They 
were ministers or officials of the rival 
church. 


Sir J. GORST: Poor 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: This is the 
spirit in which the right hon. Gentleman 
administers the Conscience Clause. If 
they are preachers of a rival institu- 
tion, what business has an official of 
the only State school in Flint 
to use his powers and the money 
the taxpayers give him in order to kick 
a rival institution and the ministers of a 
rival faith? Those hon. Members who 
know about the Conscience Clause never 
heard of labourers preaching in a Non- 
conformist church. ‘These are the gentle- 
men who legislate for Nonconformists. 
{Laughter.] Is it a thing to laugh at 
at a labourer should be allowed to 
preach in a Primitive Methodist church ? 
Those labourers were preachers in the 
Primitive Methodist church. Each of 
these men works for his daily bread and 
preaches on Sunday. What is there to 
laugh at and regard as disereditable in 
that? This is the way they are treated 
simply because they happen to preach on 
Sunday. They are therefore not to get 
the protection of the Conscience Clause. 
These are the exceptions to be made to 
the rule. This is the way that even- 
handed justice is to be meted out to the 
people of Flint and to the majority of 
Nonconformists. The school is entirely 
in the hands of the Anglican parson, who 
deems it part of his duty to use his 
position, to use the tithe which the 
Nonconformist farmers of that district 
contribute towards his maintenance, for 
the purpose of mounting the pulpit, 
in order to denounce the people who 
claim the protection of the law of the 
land. It seems to me that Irishmen 
must obey the law or there is a Coercion 
Parsons are the only people who 


right hon. Gentleman if he denies that | the rich people require no protection. 


the rector wrote the letter, and that Sir 


| They have schools of their own, 
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children of the labourer, simply because 
he preaches on Sunday, are to be 
insulted. 
givenatthetime. Whathappens? Ifan 
insurance agent claims the protection of 
the Conscience Clause for his children he | 
is to be dismissed and starved. The rival 
preachers are not to have the protection | 
of the clause. They ought to stop it. 
They should not be rivals. The right 
hon. gentleman, I am sorry to say, has 
been administering the law not equitably 
and not fairly, but has simply allowed 
himself to he pressed by hon. gentlemen 
behind him. He simply wants to utilise 
the powers of the Education Department | 
for the purpose of crushing out the board | 
schools and giving new life to the other | 
schools. 


Church of England 


Sir J. GORST: I shall not intervene 
in the debate for more than a few 
minutes; but I cannot allow the accusation 
of the hon. Member to pass unnoticed | 
—that the administration of the Education 
Department in these matters is not fair. 
I have always tried to get the hon. | 
Gentleman to give specific charges. [| 
have, however, always succeeded in 
getting general denunciations, but I have 
never been able to get a specific case. 
The Flint case has already done duty 
many times. If the rector of Flint from 
his pulpit attacked the persons referred 
to, they gave as good as they got. | 
confess that I am not prepared, without 
notice, to say that I am accurate in my 
recollection of everything connected with 
the case, but so far as I remember the 
case it was this. The rector of the 
parish had denounced from the pulpit 
certain persons who made use of the 
Conscience Clause. But those people had 
attacked him, and they brought down an 
azitator from Liverpool who made a 
speech in which the rector was attacked. 
‘There was no pretension that in Flint any 
Nonconformist parent wasunable to obtain 
the protection of the Conscience Clause. 
The conduct of the rector was very 
reprehensible, but I am not his bishop, 


{COMMONS} 


These are the facts which were | 





and have no right to censure him. The 
only business of the Education Depart | 


ment was to see that parents | 
were not intimidated for making 
use of the Conscience Clause, and 


I challenge any hon. Member opposite to 
bring forward a concrete case in which 
the Department has failed in its duty in 
that respect. There is another point I 





Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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want to mention. I believe there are few 
schools from which Nonconformists are 
excluded from becoming pupil-teachers. 
Two years ago, when the subject was 


debated in the House, I challenged hon. 


Members opposite to give a concrete case. 
The challenge was taken up outside the 
House, and two cases were submitted, 
but on investigation they both broke 
down. I strongly suspect that one was 
the case brought forward the other day 
by a deputation which waited on the Lord 
President. A girl whowasa Nonconformist 
and sought admission into a Church school 
as a pupil-teacher was about to sign a 
declaration, in order to become a pupil 
teacher in a Church school, that she 
would join the Established Church. My 
recollection of the case is that she got a 
better situation in a school elsewhere, and 
the undertaking was never signed. It is 
the desire of the Government, the Educa- 
tion Department, and myself never to 
aggravate religious animosities. They do 
not exist in the schools. They are un- 
known in the practice of the Department. 
They are only known in the House of 
Commons and on platforms. It is the 
desire of all the officials of the Education 
Department, from the highest to the 
lowest, to avoid aggravating religious 
dissension and to administer the schools 
fairly, that all children may be taught the 
religion their parents desire, and that no 
one should be under any disability because 
of that religion. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): My hon. friend 
the Member for Flint brought forward a 
motion which I think, in the first instance, 
seemed to touch one comparatively small 
specific part of the large question of 
education—namely, that in certain cases 
the rectors of schools, clergymen as a 
rule, are teaching doctrines which are 
anti-Reformation doctrines. I am_ in- 
clined to think with the First Lord of 
the Treasury and the Vice-President of 
the Council that these cases are com- 
paratively rare, but the mere fact that 
they are not capable of accurate state- 
ment and proof in the tribunal of this 
House does not, it appears to me, show 
necessarily that they do not exist, because 
I think, if the First Lord of the Treasury 
could have approached this subject in a 
larger spirit than he appeared to do, he 
would have realised that this kind of 
thing is exceedingly difficult of proof, 
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for this reason, that the only persons who 
can give evidence are placed in an ex- 
ceedingly difficult position locally, and 
they have great temptation to remain 
silent. But, nevertheless, I am_ not 
inclined to think that these cases 
are exceedingly numerous, nor am 
I disposed to think that cases are 
numerous where it can be shown as the 
result of attacks, whether directed from 
the pulpit or in school by the headmaster 
under clerical influence, that’ some child, 
or the parent of some child, is foreed to 
abandon the benefit of the Conscience 
Clause. But from our point of view the 
whole of this argument is a far larger 
matter. What I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Vice-President of the 
Council is—-does he deny that there are 
in this country an enormous number of 
schools, especially in the rural districts, 
where the children of Nonconformist 
parents must cither attend the school and 
accept the teaching of Church of England 
principles, or withdraw altogether from 
religious teaching, and be satisfied with 
nothing but that secular education which 
hon. Members opposite are always ready 
to denounce as bad? The facts are per- 
fectly well known. They are to be found 
in the volumes placed on the Table of this 
House by the right hon. Gentleman. 
There are now in the rural districts 
an enormous number of parishes in which 
there are nothing but Church of England | 
schools, and the children of Nonconformist | 
parents must go to these schools, or break | 
the law by not attending school at all. | 
Does Her Majesty’s Government deny | 
these facts? ‘hese facts are notorious, | 
and constitute a great educational injus- | 
tice in this country. These occasional 
cases of hardship occur when some clerical | 
manager comes torward, and, having been | 
accustomed to rule the roost in his own | 
parish, ends at last by threatening those | 
who will not accept his domination and 
dictation. The right hon. Gentleman | 
toid the House that he investigated the | 
case, I believe, of an aspiring pupil who 
desired to be a pupil teacher in a rural 
school, and who was prevented from 
becoming so by the practice of the Church 
of England party in that particular 
parish ; but he said those cases are so 
exceptional that really they are not worth 
mentioning in this House. Why, as a} 
matter of fact the clerical managers of the | 
Church of England schools, with the | 
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the very trusts which they manage 
if they were to admit a _ pupil 


teacher who does not belong to the 
Church of England. It is the case that 
in every school connected with the 
National Society for Promoting the 
Education of Children in the Principles of 
the Church of England, every manager, 
and every head teacher, whether a master 
or a mistress, and every pupil teacher, 
must be a member of the Church of 
England, and must make a declaration to 
that effect in order to be admitted to the 
humblest step on the ladder. Those who 
do not belong to the Church of England 
are thereby prevented from putting a foot 
on the ladder, and rising to the highest 
rung. The right hon. Gentleman tells 
us that we cannot bring forward a par- 
ticular case which will stand discussion in 
the House. The facts cannot be denied, 
and it is out of the atmosphere so created 
that the insolence of tone adopted in some 
clerical circles has arisen. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that such cases as have 
been mentioned are rare, but, as a matter 
of fact, managers of Church schools are 
usually required by the conditions of 
their trust to insist that every teacher 
shall be a member of the Church of 
England, and a Nonconformist pupil 
teacher has to give up his legitimate 
ambition or make a declaration hostile 
altogether to every principle in which he 
has been nurtured. The injustice con- 
sists in the fact that the whole power 
of management is with the Church. Let 
the First Lord of the Treasury apply the 
same canons he applies, perhaps with an 
excess of liberality, to the grievances of 
toman Catholics in regard to university 
education in Ireland. Since a court of 
law in a test case decided against the 
National Society on the question of the 
validity of transfer of a school to a 
school board, the trust deeds of the 
society have been so altered that the 
society can absolutely veto the transfer 
of any such building. The facts of the 
situation are notorious and proved by 
Departmental reports. It is idle to re- 
quire that a special case should be proved 
by technical rules of evidence. The 
struggle will not be relinquished until 
Nonconformists in country districts have 


equal rights with Churchmen, and 
such as they largely possess in 
towns, and which, by every claim 


of justice and equity, they are entitled 


rarest exceptions, would be breaking to have by the law of the land. 





1551 


Church of England {COM 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I cannot say that I think the First 
Lord of the Treasury treated the hon. 
Member for Flint quite fairly in the 
speech he made, and I do feel it would 
be somewhat a misfortune if this debate, 
so unfortunately thrust upon the House, 
were to close leaving an impression that 
there is on this side of the House no feel- 
ing corresponding to that expressed by 
the hon. Member for Flint. Though I 
do not associate myself with everything 
that has been said, there is a deep feeling, 
though this may not be the occasion for 
expressing it, that the view presented by 
the hon. Member deserves the careful 
attention of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman diverted attention from the 
main gravamen of the charge brought by 
the hon. Member for Flint. I confess I 
agree with the hon. Member for the 
Cricklade Division that, as regards some 
of the points raised, this is not a 
question for minute proof. Some of the 
facts are too notorious to be capable of 
any denial at all. But when the hon. 
Member for Flint quotes from books 
authorised for use in the training colleges 
passages in which attempts are made to 
bring the great Protestant Reformation into 
ridicule and contempt, it becomes a ques- 
tion to consider whether in view of such 
teaching we can continue the position we 
have hitherto maintained towards these 
colleges as to payments out of State 
funds. With regard to the other book 


from which the hon. Member read _ dis- | 


gusting passages of profane drivel which 
{ understand form part of the religious 
instruction given to pupils destined to be 
teachers in our State-paid schools, I 
honestly believe that éven the bigotry of 
Spain in the days of Alva could hardly 
outrival the spirit there shown. This is 
not the place to discuss whether or 
not those expressions were justifiable, 
but I do say, and really I think there 
are very few who will disagree with 
me, that if this is to be the doctrine 
which is to be taught in these great 
training college:, the whole position 
will have to be reconsidered. I think 
the First Lord rather unfairly put upon 
the hon. Member the dilemma of saying 
that if he held these views he must desire 
to see all religious teaching swept away. 
If that is so, it is a dilemma which will no 
doubt present itself to a great many hon. | 
Members besides the hon. Member for | 
Flint. It is within the knowledge of | 


| approve. 
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Members of this House that attempts 
have been made to ensure that teaching 
| of this kind should not be continued with 
| the aid of public money, and we have 
had many assurances that the evils would 
/not be continued. It is therefore a very 
relevant fact to be informed that in some 
| very important centres it has been con- 
| tinued and is prevalent at the present 
‘moment. I am by tradition and convie- 
| tion a strong believer in the maintenance 
_ of religious education in our schools. But 
| you may pay too high a price for gold, 
and that is the conviction which I think 
will eventually be brought home to a 
great number of the people of this 
country. I commend to hon. Members 
/who accept without demur the rather 
| warm condemnation of the hon. Member 
opposite, which the First Lord has 
thought it his duty to pronounce, a study 
of the passages which have excited—and, 
I think, not unreasonably excited—the 
indignation of the hon. Gentleman. 
Whether we can on this occasion, or, 
indeed, on any other occasion in this 
House, profitably occupy ourselves with 
legislation for the purpose of diminishing 
these evils is another matter, but I do 
desire for my part—and, of course, I have 
_no right to speak for anyone but myself— 
'to say that I believe the hon. Member 
| opposite has put his finger on a very 
grave and serious state of things, and one 
which really does merit the attention of 
this House. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 
'The hon. Gentleman opposite told 
'us this was a very large question, 
‘because there were hundreds _ of 
places where Nonconformist children 
had to attend schools presided over 
by Anglican clergymen, thereby suggest- 
ing that in those schools religious teaching 
| was given which was not suited to the 
‘requirements of the children, and to 
which, in fact, the parents objected. If 
that grievance is to be brought forward I 
/must remind the hon. Gentleman that 
there are still more schools—namely, 
Board schools, where the children of 
Church of England parents are given 
religious education of which they dis- 
[“No.”] At all events, that is 
the case in a great many schools, and in 
many there is no religious teaching at all. 
\ Where?”] There are forty schools in 
Vales where there is no religious educa- 
tion whatever given. Therefore, if one 
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grievance is to be brought forward, the 
other grievance also must be brought for- 
ward, and if there is to be a great change 
made in our Voluntary school system, 
‘ which I am quite prepared to admit is not | 
perfect in every respect, there must be a_ 
great change in the Board school system 
also. So this question is really a 
much larger one than even the hon. 
Gentleman suggested. The question we 
have before us is the whole question of 
elementary education. Are we to have 
our present system, which is a double | 
system—the Voluntary system, where | 
religious teaching is given in accordance | 
with the wishes of the managers, pro- 


tected by a Conscience Clause; and 
the Board school system, which is | 
entirely undenominational—or are we | 


to have one great system—of Board 
schools, if you like, but Board schools | 
which are denominational and where | 
denominational teaching may be given 1 | 
That is a great question, and one which | 
I submit cannot be decided by a snatch | 
vote and a short debate on an occasion | 
like the present. It is the great question | 
of religious teaching in our schools for the | 
future. The hon. Gentleman asks us, simply | 
because certain things are alleged to occur | 
in very badly authenticated instances in | 
Voluntary schools, to sweep away that | 
system, and to substitute for it nothing | 
but the present Board school system. | 
Hon. Members on this side of the House 
representing Church of England and 
Roman Catholic feeling will never consent 
to get rid of Voluntary schools unless the | 
Board school system isamended., There- 
fore I say that the question is a much | 
bigger one than has been suggested ; it 
affects the whole of our educational 
system. The present occasion is not one | 
upon which we can adequately or properly | 
discuss that question ; it is impossible at 
the present time to remodel the whole of | 
our educational system. Therefore we 
must continue to carry on the double 


system until we get something better, | 
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| views thinking that that cause is assisted 
| by ignoring or attempting to defend such 
| proceedings as have been exposed by my 
| hon. friend. The point before the House 
to-night, if I may say so in correction 
of the hon. Gentleman opposite, is not 
a question of Board schools and Volun- 
tary schools, or of religious education 
and non-religious education. The ques- 
tion is whether the influence of certain 
schools, which are Church of England 
schools, supported out of public funds, to 
which many children of Nonconformists 
as well as of Churchmen have to go, and 
whether the influence of training 
colleges, in connection with the Church 
of England, for which we vote a large 
sum of money every year, is to be em- 
ployed to undermine that which un- 
doubtedly is the conception of the vast 
majority of the people of this country of 
the creed which they are intended to 
support. That is the point at issue. 
Surely if there is any way more certain 
than any other of giving additional 
strength to denominational schools and 
to religious education, it would be to 
purge the whole system of any suspicion 
of the sort of underhand proceedings 
which my hon. friend has exposed. I 
had not the advantage of hearing the 
—I understand lively and energetic— 
speech of the Leader of the House, but I 
believe he denounced in no measured 
terms the conduct of those who use their 
position in connection with the schools 
for the purpose of inculeating doctrines 
contrary to the received dcctrines of the 
Church of England. That is the point of 
my hon. friend, and I submit to the 


Elementary Schools, 


| House that it is not at all cleared away 


or disposed of by the plea being made 
that detailed particulars in each case 
must be given. We have heard quite 
enough and we know quite enough from 
various sources of information to be sure 
that this sort of thing is going on; and 
surely if the House of Commons can be 
called upon to pronounce its opinion upon 





and until the British public is prepared | any subject it would be in condemnation 
to allow denominational education in all | of such a breach of faith as well as breach 


schools. |of duty as has been exposed to us to- 
/night. Then we come to the question of 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | the course which Members of the House 


(Stirling Burghs) : I think the hon. Mem- | are to pursue. My hon. friend has moved 
ber who has just spoken is, as he has un- | an Amendment which has reference solely 
questionably shown us by his observa-| to the question of when the House of 
tions, a stout supporter of denominational |Commons is to adjourn. That does not 
schools and of religious education. I| appear to me to be an opportunity for 
cannot imagine anyone who holds those expressing any very explicit opinion on 
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the subject. My hon. friend has been) at education from a sectarian point of 
driven from pillar to post in this | view at all. Education is a much larger 
matter, and he takes what he thinks | question than any sectarian creed or 
is the best opportunity he has of| denomination. But the truth must be 
dividing the House and getting an | known, and since the right hon. Gentle- 
expression of opinion. But what would | man has challenged us to point to cases 
be the value of an opinion so expressed ? | where pupil teachers cannot be drawn 
I venture to doubt whether the division | from Nonconformists, I will give him 
on the Amendment the hon. Member has | some specific instances from my own con- 
moved—in fact, I do not doubt, Iam quite |stituency. There is a quarry district in 
certain the division would convey no in-| my constituency where seven-eighths of 
formation whatever to the ordinary out-| the parents and seven-eighths of the 
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sider in this matter as to the view of the | children are Nonconfurmists. The school 


House. There would be a great many 
Members who would not be disposed to 
vote for it, not because they disagreed 
with my hon. friend, but because they 
thought it was so irregular and so in- 
direct a manner of expressing their 


opinion that it would be impossible to | 


support it. I confess I am in that frame 
of mind myself, While I cordially sym- 
pathise with my hon. friend, while I think 
he has done great service in bringing this 
matter forward, and while I think he has 
been accidentally hardly used by the cir- 
cumstances and the time in not hating a 
better opportunity, and an opportunity 
which would have enabled him to take 
the direct judgment of the House, still I 








do not think the expedient he has adopted 
is altogether a satisfactory one. I would | 
strongly urge him to be content with the | 
effect, which will be not inconsiderable, | 
of the debate he has initiated, and not to 
take a division in a manner which would 
not really represent the opinion of the 
House. 





Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- | 
shire, Arfon): The hon. Member for the | 
Tunbridge Wells Division said there were 
forty schools in Wales under the School 
Soard system in which no_ religious | 
teaching was given. Possibly the House 
will be interested to know in what kind 
of a district those schools are situated. 
They are situated in three counties where | 
there are no county jails, and where the | 
system of Sunday schools has been so 
good that all the children attend them 
regularly. These schools are called god- | 
less schools because the parents who send | 
their children to them have such a 
splendid system of Sunday schools to 
which the children go. But to come to 
the remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Minister for Education. I look upon 


| 
| 


| 
| 
} 
1 
! 


| 


this question not from any sectarian 
nd geet . : 
int of view ; in fact, I never like to look 
> J 


Str H. Campbell-Bannerman. 





in this district is a Church school, 
and never within my experience has a 
pupil teacher in that school been drawn 
from the Nonconformist majority. This 
is not a religious grievance ; it is an edu 
cational grievance, because, given a re- 
stricted area of selection, where you have 
only a few Church children from whom 
todraw your pupil teachers, you get the 
worst teachers. It is a natural thing, 
from an educational point of view, that 
if you want the best pupil teachers you 
must daw them from the widest possible 
area. Here the widest possible area is a 
Nonconformist area, and yet these pupil 
teachers are drawn exclusively from 
Church of England children. What is 
the result? The result is that many of 
these pupil teachers fail in their examina- 
tions and degenerate into what are called 
“ Article 68.” Not merely in Wales is 
this the case, but in England also. In the 
diocesan district of Oxford, I was told by 
an Oxford educationalist the other day 
that nearly 40 per cent. of the teachers 
belong to the class “ Article 68.” If the 
right hon. Gentleman, in order to get at 
the facts, will read the report which those 
who inquired into our pupil-teacher system 
in Wales made a few years ago, he will 
find instance after instance quoted by 
Professor Phillips and others, when they 
were examined before the Committee, of 
cases where it was impossible for Non- 
conformist children to become pupil 
teachers sr teachers in Church schools. 


'{ do not blame the right hon. Gentleman 


so much, or the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury ; I blame mainly for perpetuating 
this system within the last few years the 
Archbishop cf Canterbury. Although 
the Archbishop of Canterbury is an 
eminent and distinguished scholar, and 
has been headmaster of Rugby School 
and of a training, college, he inculcates 
education from the point of view of a 
rural parson. Last year, when we were 
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trying to amend the pupil-teacher system, 
the Archbishop controlled the whole 
Cabinet, and ran away with them in his 
archiepiscopal apron. If he came asa 
poor quarryman to my constituency, he 
would find that the chapels collect on 
Sunday nights subscriptions to send pupil 
teachers to county schools because of this 
attitude in connection with clericalism, 
catechism, and Church creed. It is to 
the detriment of education that such a 
thing can survive, and it is mainly from 
the educational standpoint that I look at 
the matter. I, like many hon. Members 
opposite, believe that no educational sys- 
tem is complete without religion, and I 
want them to consent to my proposition 
that these schools in which pupil teachers 
are drawn from a narrow area—a system 
of ill-staffed Article 68 schools — can- 
not possibly produce a system of 
education which can be religious. I 
feel strongly upon this question from an 
educational standpoint. I want not 
mere secular education, but a thoroughly 
sound national education, not to make 
Churchmen or Nonconformists, but to 
make more manly men and more womanly 
women and trained citizens according to 
the spirit and highmindedness of the 
English and the Weish people. In addition 
to these schools we have the training col- 
leges. I can give instances in my own 
coustituency where young men who have 
applied after getting a Queen’s Scholarship 
to the national training colleges have failed 
to get admission unless they sold their 
conscience. There was one instance of a 
young Congregationalist who passed, I 
believe, first-class on the list of Queen’s 
Scholarships, but not high enough to 
enter the college at which he sat. He 
applied for admission to one of the Church 
training colleges—a Church — training 
college supported mainly by the money 
of the State—but because he was a Con- 
gregationalist he was asked by the head 
of the college whether he would sell his 
own creed and conscience and become a 
member of the Church of England. Iam 
sorry to say he did both. Tne man may 
be weak, but the system that weakens a 
man’s conscience in that way cannot be 
a right system, and it is because that 
system is being perpetuated by such men 
as the Archbishop of Canterbury and 
other educationalists of the Church of 
England that I enter my small protest 
against this state of things being allowed 
to exist. 


{28 May 1900} 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
rise for the purpose of repeating to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Vice-President 
the question addressed to him by the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs, namely, 
will he supply the House with a Return 
of the number of Nonconformist teachers 
in Church schools? The right hon. 
Gentleman shakes his head. That is the 
only answer he can give to the challenge 
which has been made to him. He denies 
the existence of oppression and coercion, 
and yet when we ask him to take steps 
which he is perfectly capable of taking to 
controvert the statements here made, he 
shakes his head and refuses to take any 
action. 


Sir J. GORST: As I explained at the 
time, the Education Department have no 
authority whatever to ask any teacher in 
a national school his religion. 


Mr. BROADHURST: No, but you 
can ask the managers of the schools. 
The fact is, the statements which have 
been made here to-night are perfectly true, 
and they are known to be true. It is easy 
for the right hon. Gentleman to demand 
proofs. He knows perfectly well what 
that means. In many cases the only 


-effective proof would be the evidence of 


the managers themselves who cause the 
teachers to be discharged or to be refused 
employment because of their religious 
convictions. The challenge, therefore, is 
a perfectly safe one. Only a few months 
ago when talking with the master of a 
Voluntary school in a rural district as to 
his work in the school he complained to 
me of the difficulty of getting qualified 
teachers, and he told me that the qualified 
teacher who had recently been at the 
school had been discharged on account of 
his religious convictions. The moment I 
attempted to obtain names, dates, and all 
other incidents connected with the 
matter the master said— 


“Tf you bring this matter under the notice 
of the proper authorities my position will be at 
stake. I should risk my appointment, and the 
probabilities are that I should be discharged.” 


How are you to get proofs under con- 
ditions such as that ? I had another case 
brought to my notice not long ago of 
most outrageous proceedings towards Non- 
conformist children on the part of the 
managers of a Voluntary school, 19s. out 
of every £1 spent on the maintenance of 
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which probably comes from the general | 


taxpayer. The father of the children | 
was a poor working man who held | 
an appointment in the parish, and 
if his complaint had been lodged 
and the proof given it is perfectly certain 
that the man would have lost his position, 
and had to seek another home, with nine 
children to be responsible for. It is almost 
impossible to give the proofs in such cases 
as these. The fact is, the right hon. 
Gentleman and the Leader of the House 
do not appear to desire proof. They have 
met the whole case in a spirit of utter 
want of sympathy. They seem to have 
met the case as though they were the 
specially appointed defenders of the con- 
duct which has been condemned to-night. 
In connection with the case of Flint, I 
remember very well the main facts. I 
was in the town shortly after the main 
incidents occurred, and to-night the right 
hon. Gentleman rides off with the lame | 
excuse that he is not the bishop con- | 
trolling the actions of the Rector of Flint. 
No, but he belongs to the Department that 
supplies the Rector of Flint with probably 
18s. out of every £1 spent in the school, | 
and it is with regard to the educational 
and not the ecclesiastical law we are 
appealing to the right hon. Gentleman. 
The Bishop controls the ecclesiastical law, 
but the right hon. Gentleman has the’ 
right, in the name of the House of Com- 
mons, to demand obedience to the educa- 
tional law, seeing thatthe money is supplied 
by the House of Commons. The way in 
which the Government have conducted 
this debate to-night, their evasive replies 
to the charges made by my hon. friend, 
the manner in which thev have evaded 
all the real issues under discussion, seem 
to point to the fact, lamentable as it is, 
that they are party educationists, that 
the Nonconformist conscience is of no 
account with them, that in their view 
Nonconformists have no rights, and that 
the Government exists to bolster up the 
Church system, irrespective of the claims 
of other churches who contribute equally 
with the Church of England to the 
educational system of the country. We 
shall draw our own conclusions as to the 
reason of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
refusal to grant the Return which has been 
asked for. We have a grave suspicion 


that such a Return would prove the 
complaints up to the hilt, and that the 
right hon. Gentleman would not then 
have a fact to stand upon in defending 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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the present system. If my hon. friend 
takes this Amendment to a division—I 
am not urging him to do so—lI shall 
support him. It is not a good or an 
effective opportunity of taking a vote, but 
the effective opportunities are so rare in 
this House that we the poor unfortunate 
minority must seize any and every oppor- 
tunity that offers, and, for all we know, 
from the discussions and gossip of the 


| lobbies, this may be our last opportunity 


this Parliament. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
3oroughs) : I heard with amazement the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
that the cases of pupil teachers’ grievances 
are rare. He said he had thrown out a 
challenge. My hon. friend the Member 
for Carnarvon replied to the challenge, 
but the right hon. Gentleman completely 
ignored the Report made by the Depart- 
mental Committee on the subject. What 
did the Committee themselves state 
after having taken evidence upon this 


| question ?— 


“The grievance of Nonconformists in regard 
both to lack of facilities for obtaining posts as 
pupil teachers and subsequent entrance into 
training colleges are very serious, and we 
believe the State loses a large number of com- 
petent pupil teachers in this way.” 


Can anything be stronger than that? 
Here is the official Report of a Depart- 
mental Committee, specially appointed to 
investigate cases of this kind, and yet the 
right hon. Gentleman dismisses the ques- 
tion in a light and airy way as though the 
grievance was non-existent. The right 
hon. Gentleman challenges us, but may I 
remind him of a challenge I gave him on 
the 28th April last ? I said— 

“The Vice-president of the Council has 
asked for particulars of cases in which Non- 
conformists have been prevented from becom- 
ing pupil teachers on religious grounds. What 
reply has he to make to the report of the 
Education Committee of the Wesleyan Con- 
ference, which states that, out of 946 towns 
and villages in regard to which the Committee 
made inquiry, it was found that there were 
only 88 cases in which candidates were 
adinitted to become pupil teachers without any 
act of conformity to the Church of England, 
and 858 eases in which either confirmation or 
attendance at the services of the Church of 
England was required as a condition of becom- 
ing a pupil teacher.” 

I ask the right hon. Gentleman, has he 
any reply to make to that? He has 
stated that the grievance is a non-existent 
one. I point him to these facts. He 
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has never ventured to deny them or to | 


make any comment upon them. I think 
I may safely leave the matter at this 
point in the hands of the House, who I 
think will be pretty well convinced that 
the grievance is one of real and substantial 
character, and one which Parliament 
ought to remove at the earliest possible 
opportunity. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I am 
thoroughly satisfied with the tone of the 
debate which has been elicited from the 
House this afternoon, and I do not intend 
to proceed with my Amendment. Before 
sitting down I wish to say, with the 
permission of the House, that I had not 
the slightest intention of imputing any 
want of faith to the right hon. Gentleman 
in any assurance he gave; I have far too 
much respect and admiration for him to 
think that for one moment. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


REGIMENTS — PROMOTIONS — 
SPRUIT DISASTER—NON- 


IRISH 
KOORN 


{98 May 1900} 








PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES, ETC. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
I wish to recall the House from things 
spiritual to things temporal. We have 
been listening for a considerable time to 
a discussion oa the question of religious 
education ; | want to raise a point which 
has nothing to do with education. 
authorities at the War Office, for all I 


The | 


know to the contrary, are grown-up | 
people, but one thing I respectfully submit | 


to the House is, that they have yet to 
learn the very first principles of the 
Christian religion, to do unto others as 
they would that others shoald do unto 
them. My opinions about this war are 
perfectly well known, and I am not going 
to repeat them. 
is to endeavour to bring before the House 
of Commons—not before the War Office, 
but throngh the House of Commons to 
the coun’ ry—the terrible grievance under 
which the officers and men of the Royal 
Irish Fusilier Regiments have suffered at 
the hands of the Government in reference 
to promotion. The Irish regiments have 
been practically annihilated; vacancies 
have been created by deaths, wounds, or 
disease, and, would it be believed, those 


What I am going to do | 


| nation. 
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vacancies have been filled not by the 


gentlemen who fought and bled in the 
war, but by English importations, gentle- 
men brought in who were never on the 
field, but who were War Oftice favourites. 
‘That is a very strong and serious observa- 
tion to make. If I prove it it will come 
home to the meanest intelligence that the 
War Office is simply a_ hot-bed of 
favouritism. I will bring before the 
House the case of one regiment of which 
I have the honour to know something, 
namely, the Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers. 
That regiment when it embarked for the 
war on 5th November was no fewer than 
1,135 strong. They went to the Natal 
Campaign, and they were placed by Sir 
Redvers Buller in the forefront, but never 
mentioned in the dispatches. On the 
24th February, after the final crossing of 
the Tugela, only twenty-five men and one 


officer answered to their names. The 
regiment lost no fewer than twelve 


officers on 15th December at the battle 
of Colenso, and fourteen out of fifteen at 
the battle of the Tugela on the 24th 
February, and the only unwounded 
oflicer died of enteric fever at Ladysmith. 
This very day I casually caught sight of 


/an illustration in one of the illustrated 


weeklies representing the remnant of the 
officers of this Irish regiment, and it gives 
the portraits of a captain, two subalterns, 
and a quartermaster, the only ones to 
escape actually unscathed. How have 
they been rewarded? These vacancies, 
which ought to have been filled up by 
the gentlemen who survived, have been 
filled up, net by them at all, but from 


| other sources by Lord Wolseley and his 


Board of Officers, the Board of Officers 
being creatures of Lord Wolseley’s nomi- 
Colonel Thackeray, the splendid 


|commander of this regiment, fell at 





Colenso, but the second in command was 
not given his place. A gentleman from 
another regiment in India was brought in, 
and by the course which has been taken 
two steps have been lost in the promotion 
of the ofticers who fought and bled in the 
campaign. It is quite possible that by 
these gentlemen being brought in from 
other regiments without military ex- 
perience some of these gallant fellows 
will have to leave the Army because they 
will not have received the necessary pro- 
motion by the time their retirement 
becomes necessary under the age limit. 
These are not isolated instances. I have 
received letters from military men, but 
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for obvious reasons I cannot mention 
names. One says— 


“You have tdone a very great kindness-to 
the officers by questioning Mr. Wyndham with 
reference to the promotion of officers in the 
regiment, but I am sorry to see how evasively 
he replied to your questions. As a matter o 


fact, one, if not two, of the majors of other | 


regiments have been gazetted to this regiment 
lieutenant-colonels over the heads of those who 
fought and bled in the South African war, and 
neither of them have ever seen a shot fired. ... 
I think you will agree with me that this sort 
of back-door influence is most unjust to the 
officers of the Royal Irish Fusiliers.” 
I have also received a letter from the 
mother of one of the officers who fell. 
She tells me about her son, and then she 
speaks about the officers brought in from 
other regiments, and she says she is 
speaking for the officers who remain, but 
she can understand their feelings by 
thinking how hard it would have been 
for her own boy to have missed his cap- 
taincy by this treatment. 
informant goes on to say— 
“T would not mind my name being pub- 
lished, but for the fact that I have a nephew 
in the service, and if they knew I had been in 
communication with you, they would wreak 
their vengeance on him.” 


[Ministerial laughter.} I notice that 
hon. Gentlemen opposite laugh, but I do 
not think that they actually realise the 
gravity of the matter. Now I come to 
the Highland Brigade. In reply to ques- 
tions which I put to him the Under 
Secretary of State for War told me that 
he would deal with the subject on the 
discussion of the War Office Vote. I will 
now leave the subject of that shameful 
act on the Tugela, and I wish to 
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A favourites. 


Then my | 
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| at Magersfontein lost their lives through 
| the disastrous incompetence of the War 
Office, who are now shielding those who 
| were responsible for the disaster. The 
| War Office is simply a hot-bed of 
We know the ‘cruel way in 
which the name of Colonel Long, who 
was supposed to have lost the guns at the 
Tugela, was paraded before the public in 
this country. We also know how other 
disastrous transactions in other parts of 
South Africa have been shielded. We do 
not know a word about the officer who is 
responsible for the loss of the convoy at 
Koorn Spruit. That convoy must have 
been lost through the negligence of the 
otticer who was second in command, and 
the name of that officer has not yet been 
given. Evidently he is not a mere man 
of the ordinary Inniskilling regiment, 
or a mere hard-working _ soldier, 
‘and perhaps he is one of the 
Guards. Why is this officer not 
punished? I am _ not asking for 
this from any personal motive, for I do 
not care whose name it happens to be. | 
am not asking it simply out of curtosity. 
I will now give the House a few extracts 
from the columns of The Times which 
have appeared in no fewer, than three 
leading articles asking for the name of the 
culprit. On the 12th of April last a lead- 
ing article appeared in Zhe Times, from 
which the following is a quotation 
“What is the explanation of the Boer suc- 
| cess at Koorn Spruit? Why did nobody firea 
| rifle to alarm that portion of the convoy with 
| their guns behind even at the sacrifice of his 
| life? Why did those who were first captured 
| think they had nothing to do but to obey the 
| Boer orders, and so facilitate the defeat of their 
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allude to the 78th Highlanders, now | comrades? There are other particulars about 


known as the Seaforths, who were practi 
cally decimated at Magersfontein. 
they lost eight officers killed and twelve 
wounded, while 385 men were disabled, 
of whom 112 were killed. Again I ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War, as 
I have asked him before by questions in 
the House, to state who gave the order 
to the three Highland regiments— 
of which the Seaforths were one—to 
march in quarter-column in the dark 
without scouts? On a previous occasion | 
when I mentioned this question I could 


not give the name of my informant, but | 
since then I have received from him a | 
most assuring letter, in which he says he | 
will gladly give me any information he 
has. Sir G. Lockhart was the man who | 
gave me that information. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 





These men | 


| this officer which need elucidation. 
| yet to hear the name of the escort ofiicer who, 


There | 


| why have we not been furnished with his 


| 


We have 


personally, is the man wholly responsible for 
the surprise. Why has it been held back, and 


explanation ?” 


On the 30th of April, The Times again re- 
ferred to this question, and stated— 


‘* Olivier’s plan was clever and it was well 
executed, but it succeeded only because some- 
body, whose name has not yet been given to 
the public--though it must be known to 
thousands at Bloemfontein—was guilty of 
gross and culpable carelessness. Explana- 
tions of this officer's conduct may be forth- 
coming, but on the facts as at present known, 
they are very sorely needed.” 


Cn the 2nd of May last, the writer in 
The Times says— 

“When Mr. Balfour was asked whether he 
proposed to discuss the Koorn Spruit incident 
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on Friday, his reply was that there is no pub- 
— despatch upon it. This despatch will 

have to be published and adequate reasons 
will have to be given for any delay in its pub- 
lication that may have occurred. Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman, with a true front bench | 
mind, would be satisfied apparently by a 
further discussion towards the end of the 
session. The public will not be satisfied with 
this.” 


I have received a letter from a gentleman 
who is one of the most distinguished men 
in the Army. I will read one extract, and 
one only, from his letter. With reference 
to the Koorn Spruit incident he says— 

“Did you see that the Duke of Teck lost all 
his outfit in the capture of the convoy? 
Would it be legitimate for you to inquire 
whether this is the case, and if he has received 
compensation ; whether the officer responsible 
would be required to reimburse his Serene 
Highness for the loss of his outtit?” 


These are questions which I want to put to 
the First Lord of the Treasury in reference 
to this war, but I am afraid it would not 
be legitimate of me to put such questions 
of the Paper, for they would hardly pass 
the Chief Clerk. There is one thing 


which has not been discussed, and upon | 


{28 May 1900} 
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| 
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wich, the commander, out of his room, 
and treated other English officers with 
the same disrespect ? “Not one word of 
these transactions has been told to the 
| British public. Every drop of blood 
which was shed in this northern campaign 
was shed, not in the interest of the 
country but in the interest of Mr. Rhodes. 
I wish to say that nothing I have said in 


Promotions, &c. 


/the course of this discussion has been 


dictated by any personal feeling towards 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War. I draw 
the greatest possible distinction 


| between the hon. Gentleman and some of 


' the clerks at the War Office, 


who have 
dictated the answers to be given in this 
House. A minister has, no doubt, a 
perfect right to refuse to answer a 
question ; but that minister has no right 


to allow himself to be made the conduit 


| the War office clerks. 


which the hon. Gentleman has not given | 


me any information. 
relations which existed between Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes and the officers and men who 
were defending Kimberley. I think my 
contention is a fair one. I should like to 
know whether it is true that Lord 
Methuen was ordered to take Kimberley 


I allude to the. 


pipe for false information supplied by 
If the hon. Gentle- 
man will say that the information was 


false, and that he has been guilty, quite 


unintentionally, of conveying a false im- 
pression, I shall be the first to withdraw 
my accusation. I asked the Under 
Secretary for War twice a question in 


/regard to Lord Methuen’s despatch in 


reference to the battle of Magersfontein, 
and he replied that it was the form, 
and not the substance, of Lord Methuen’s 


| despatch which was taken exception to. 


at all costs simply because Mr. Cecil | 


Rhodes was there. 


Sm E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; There were 45,000 
people at Kimberley. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I asked 
the hon. Gentleman whether the military 
commander, Colonel Kekewich, had not 


on the 10th of February given the | 


Diamond Fields Advertiser a warning in 
reference to Mr. Rhodes’ conduct, and he 
told me that he had no published infor- 
mation about it. I have now got the 
incriminating paper itself which is Mr. 
Rhodes’ journal. Nothing is mentioned 
in the despatches about these matters, and 
nothing but praise of Mr. Rhodes appears 
in them. Mr. Rhodes went up to 
Kimberley in order that he might control 
the campaign, and he did ‘control it 
through the “help of his creatures in the 
War Office. Is it true that during the 
siege Mr. Rhodes ordered Colonel Keke- 





THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE nor WAR (Mr. WynpuHam, 
Dover): I say so now. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I do ask 


the hon. Gentleman not to be too previous 
by repeating that, for I wish to protect 
him against himself. To say that the 
difference between the original despatch 
and the one which was substituted was 
only one of form and not of substance is 
untrue. The private telegrams which 
passed between the War Office and Lord 
Roberts in regard to Spion Kop have 
been laid before the public. There is one 
telegram furnished by the Commander- 
in-Chief on the 6th of February, 1900, 
in reference to Lord Methuen’s despatch. 
The idea was that the despatches with 
reference to Spion Kop should be revised 
or edited after the plan of Lord Methuen’s 
despatch. I say that matters of the 
utmost importance were kept out of a 
revised despatch—matters which it is 
said would have given important informa- 
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tion tothe enemy if published. How can 
the hon. Gentleman state to me in the 
face of these facts that the difference 
between these despatches is simply one 
of form and not of substance? I think 
there ought to be some standard of truth 
and accuracy even amongst War Office 
officials, and the hen. Gentleman should 
take care not to make himself the conduit 
pipe of false information. I say that 
there has been during this war an 
improper suppression of despatches, and 
I will give some instances. 
Butler, the late Commander-in-Chief in 
South Africa, made a statement in 
reference to the fortifications of Natal, 
and that despatch has never been pub- 


lished, although Sir William Butler has | 


been covered with obloquy, and has 
been made a target for all sorts 
of charges. That despatch, which would 


have cleared Sir William Butler of blame, | 


is still in the archives of the War Office. 
Even Colonel Long has never had an 
opportunity of giving his account of the 
transaction of Colenso, though he has 


stated that he acted under orders from | 


Sir Redvers Buller himself. Of course, 
he is only one of the ordinary class, and 
he must lie under this serious charge 


while the hero of Koorn Spruit is to be | 


protected. It isa well-known fact that 
three or four days before the battle of 
Magersfontein, Colonel Gough refused to 
obey orders. He was sent home, but his 
conduct was never investigated, because 
such an investigation could not take place 
without inquiries into Lord Methuen’s 
conduct taking place at the same time. I 
see that Colonel Gough has just bee 
offered an appointment, and why ? Simply 
to shut his mouth as to what has been 
going on. I put a question to the hon. 
Gentleman asking what explanation the 
War Office had to make in regard to 
the statement made by Sir George 
White on the 6th of March that he 
was on the point of being dismissed by 
the War Office, but that Sir Redvers 
Buller prevented his dismissal. That 
statement was also made by Mr. Winston 
Churchill and it appeared in the Morning 
Post. Perhaps the hon. Gentleman will 
be able to tell us something about that 


point. The system adopted by the War | 
Office appears to be to expose the poor | 


and needy and to protect the highly paid. 
At Paardeberg our troops were marched 
out without proper ambulances or medical 
staff. A large number of our men were 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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Sir William | 
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| killed and wounded. The wounded men 
amounted to some 800, and they were put 
_into wagons and Cape earts and wererolled 
about for hours ever the boulders. But 
because Lord Kitchener was in command 
no investigation was made, and we have 
not heard one single word about Lord 
Kitchener’s conduct in this matter. I 
accuse the War Office of being harsh and 
heartless in its treatment of the poor, 
and of running the whole business in 
the interests of a very few persons who 
have influence in society and who exer- 
cise great influence at the War Office. 
I have shown that the Government have 
treated the Irish regiments in a manner 
which is an insult to the memory of 
every Irish officer who has lost his life. 
Men who have earned reward have been 
passed over. At the time of the Crimean 
War the then Secretary for War wrote a 
letter to the commander of the forces, 
which was read in the House of Commons, 
asking him to take care of poor Dunne. 
|The Dunnes of the War Office are now 
| being protected also by the “ Lansdowne- 


Commisstons. 


ising” of these despatches. I would 
{ “¢ 
‘ask the hon. Gentleman’s _ specific 
attention to the manne’ in which 


ithe Irish officers have been passed 
over, and also to the shameful 
way in which the Scotch brigade and 
General Wauchope were sacrificed. The 
| fathers, the mothers, and the sisters of 
the men who fell require an explanation 
for the blood of those dear to them, and 
the explanation that Rhodes had to be 
protected and that the interests of 
/German Jews had to be safeguarded will 
not be sufficient. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
'Cork County, Mid). House counted, 
and forty Members being found present — 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I do 
not intend to follow the hon. Member 
for South Donegal in his survey of South 
Africa from the Zambesi to the Cape, 
‘although I agree with almost everything 
‘he said. I hope that the Department in 
Pall Mall will take advantage of the 
holidays by making terms with the 
‘enemy while they are in the way with 
'him, and that we shall see something of 
'the War Office reforms which we heard 
‘of on Friday last. Of course, I do not 
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blame the hon. Gentlemen who repre- 
sent the War Office in this 
because I know perfectly well that 
they do the best they can; but I do 
blame the permanent officials of the War 
Office, whom I respect very little indeed. 
I am, however, not much inclined to 
expect or to hope much in the direction of 
reform after reading the report of Friday 
night’s debate in another place. I never 
saw anything more extraordinary than 
the incurable and invincible optimism 
exhibited on that occasion; but some of 
us think that the speech delivered lately 
by a very high authority was not more 
satisfactory when he said that the defence 
of the country was not the business of 
the War Office but of the Primrose 
League. My purpose in rising, however, 
was to ventilate the grievances of certain 
young men whose career may be blasted 
by the action of the War Office. Two- 
thirds of the officers in the British Army 
come through the Militia to the Line. 
They pass a preliminary examination on 
joining the Militia, then serve in a Militia 
battalion one month in each of two years, 


Prospects of 


before obtaining a commission in the Line. 
Now all these young officers were some 
months ago with their “crammers,” 
endeavouring to assimilate as 
knowledge as they could previous to their 
final examination; but the War Office 


issued an edict, very properly, by which | 


all the Militia battalions were embodied, 
and these young officers were taken from 
their studies and sent to do duty with 
their regiments, some in this country, 
some at Malta, and some in South Africa. 
A month ago the War Office decided that 
these young officers, instead of getting 
commissions direct, should go through their 
examinations as usual. In other words, 
they were asked to make bricks without 
straw. It was absolutely impossible for 
them to pursue their studies when on 
duty in South Africa, Malta, or even at 
home, and, therefore, to pass the competi 
tive examination in the autumn. The 
edict of the War Office was, therefore, ex- 
tremely unfair and foolish. A great many 
commissions have been scattered broadeast 
within the last few weeks. Hundreds have 
been given to young men on the other 
side of the world, others have been given 


to the sons of South African Jews, but | 


not one to the sons of country gentlemen 

at home. I have often said beiore that I 

would not be surprised at anything which 
VOL, LXXXTII. [FourtH SERIEs.] 
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House, | 


| Whitsuntide than we 


much 
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| the Department in Pall Mall would do. 
The other day they issued a rescript 
under which no officer unless of a certain 
weight could get into the service; in 
other words, instead of looking to the 
survival of the fittest they swore by the 
survival of the fattest. I hope that the 
hon. Gentleman who is responsible for the 
War Office in this House will do his best 
to prevent the wrecking and ruining of 
hundreds of lives of these young Militia 
officers, by enabling them to obtain com- 
missions in the Line without the examina- 
tion which the War Office propose. 


a Dissolution. 


PROSPECTS OF A DISSOLUTION. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I have no objections to holidays myself ; 
but at the same time it appears to me 
somewhat remarkable that we should take 
longer holidays this year at Easter and 
ordinarily do. 
Engaged as we are in a most expensive 
war, spending two millions a week, I 


'would have thought that it would be un- 
desirable that the House of Commons, 
and finally pass another examination | 


unless under great necessity, should 
adjourn for so long a period at 
Whitsuntide. I do not see the First 
{Lord of the ‘Treasury in his 


place, but there is the Secretary of State 
for India, and I want him to explain to 
|me what we are going to do in the imme- 
diate future. I trust he will take the 
House into his confidence, because there 
are rumours abroad that the time of our 
usefulness will be cut short very soon. 
We had a speech from that eminent 
Member of the Conservative party the 
right hon. the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, in which he told us what the 
settlement was to be after the war in 
South Africa was over, and that if we 
said one word against that settlement in 
any sort of way we were to be punished 
by a penal dissolution. [Hon. MEMBERs : 
Hear, hear !| It may be that the war will 
come to a very speedy end, and that the 
dissolution may come in July instead of 
in August or September. Now, there are 
a great many Bills before the House 
which we have been told will be passed. 
Some have passed their Second Reading, 
‘and others have not. I have heard from 
;members of the Standing Committees 
that they will have very great difficulty, 
‘ even if the session lasts the ordinary time, 
‘ to report on all these Bills. Under these 
circumstances, unless we have some clear 


3 L 
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understanding that this session is not to, 


be cut short prematurely, we ought’ not 
to have these holidays extended, and we 
ought to allow hon. Gentlemen upstairs to 
carry on without interruption their very 
useful labours. I think there was a 
pledge distinctly given that the session 
would not be cut short by a dissolution. 
We were told at the commencement of 
the war that it was our patriotic 
duty not to criticise what was going 
on, and not to dwell on _ the 
blunders that were supposed to be 
made by Ministers, but to wait until the 
war was over. It may be said that we, who 
had strong opinions as to the war being 
unnecessary, accepted that patriotic duty, 
and did not raise discussions. We saw time 
and again blunders made, but we thought 
that while the soldiers were in the field, 
they were not responsible, and although 
we disapproved of the war itself, we were 
anxious not to do anything to weaken 
the feeling of the soldiers that, so far as 
the fighting is concerned, the country is 
behind them. We are told that our 
opportunity will come at the end of the 
war ; but if we are put out of existence 
prematurely I want to know when that 
opportunity is to come. Ministers and 
their supporters have had an opportunity 
of stating their case to the country ; but 
we have held our tongues. In fact, many 
Gentlemen on this side of the House have 
elected to hold their tongues because the 
Government assured us that our oppor- 
tunity is to come after the war is over. 
Now, where should the country learn 
what our case is ? 
where there is the grand inquest of the 
nation. The nation looks to the House 
to see what parties do, and from the 
action of parties here they to a very 
great extent take their views. There 
ought to be an interval between the ter- 
mination of the war and the actual settle- 
ment of South Africa. We are as 
patriotic on this side of the House as 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, but we are not 


war things can be put back in the 
same way as before. What we want 
is to give peace and _ concord to 
South Africa and to secure us against the 
possibility of a future war. 
hon. the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies told us what the settlement was 
to be. We may or may not agree to 


that; we may or may not have a better 
way ; but we are absolutely told that if 
Mr. Labouchere. 


{COMMONS} 


Surely in this House, | 
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we do not accept that settlement as a man- 
date from on high, if we venture to dis- 
cuss it, there is to be a dissolution. 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
who is in the Cabinet and knows its 
secrets, to be good enough to say whether 
the declarations of his colleague the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies are 
to be regarded as the mere irrespon- 
sible utterances of a private individual, 
or whether they bear the imprimatur 
of the Cabinet as enunciating their 
deliberate policy. We ought seriously 
to consider whether we should take a 
holiday or not when we are told that 
the session of Parliament is to come pre- 
maturely to an end. We have had dis- 
cussions about Protestantism, and about 
Lord Mayors’ sons being sent into the 
Army, but the practical question, it seems 
to me at the present moment, is, when 
is the dissolution going to take place ¢ 


INDIAN FAMINE. 

*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I quite 
agree with the hon. Gentleman that it 
would almost amount to a breach of faith 
on the part of the Government if they 
dissolved this Parliament without giving 
the House an opportunity of pronouncing 
our verdict on the policy of the war, and 
the terms of settlement of the South 
African problem. I do not think that 
there need be any immediate alarm 
about a dissolution, because in 
answer to a question the right hon. 
the First Lord of the Treasury said that 
it was quite premature to discuss when 
we shall take the Indian Budget. Now, 
that is a subject which is put off to the 
last days of the session, and therefore I 


| am confident that we are not within sight 
_ of the last days of the session. 


I know it 
is very difficult in these days to attract 
people’s attention to anything that is not 
connected with military promotions or to 
the conduct of the war in South Africa. 
[ want, however, to direct the attention 


of the House to what I consider a matter 
such fools as to believe that after the | 


of great national importance—namely, 
the very serious state of affairs that pre- 
vails in India. I want the Government 


| to state plainly to the House and to the 
country what position they intend to take 
The right | 


up in regard to Indian affairs. My 
reason for putting this question is that I 
consider the Indian famine now prevailing 
is incomparably the worst evil that has 
fallen on India within my recoilection. 
By its wide-spread character and intensity 
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this famine has outgrown the capacity of | give, so resigning themselves to their awful 
the Government of India to deal with it. | tate, they lay down and die. 


The Government of India has not the | 
administrative staff nor the means of | 
effectually dealing with the famine. | 
Moreover, fodder not being obtainable, 

the cattle have died in millions over large 

tracts of India, and it will take many 

years to replace them; and in the mean- 

time the country will be permanently im-. 
poverished. One did think that human 

life would be protected in that country. 

We have always been assured by the 

noble Lord the Secretary of State for 

India that the Government in India took 

upon itself the duty of saving life 

when famine afflicted that ccuntry, 

and that we might thoroughly rely on 

the Indian Government saving human life. 

I am sorry to say that that is not the case. 

Some time ago I put a question to the 

noble Lord about a letter in the 7%imes, 

signed by a military gentleman of a very 

well-known name, which pointed out that 

the population of the Bhil country was 

on the point of extermination by famine ; 

and the only answer the noble Lord gave 

was that the Government had no official 

information on the matter, and he seemed 

to consider it a grievance that the Bhils 

should go and die in the secret recesses 

of the country, and so bring discredit on | 
the Government of India. There have | 
been other letters which show a very. 
serious loss of lifefrom famine. I receive 

constantly letters telling what is going 

on in that way. By the last mail | find | 
in the newspapers of Bombay a letter 
signed by Mr. F. C. Aldrich, which 

describes a visit which he himself made 
to the so-called famine relief camps, which 
are often nothing but human shambles, 
where people are tortured slowly to death 
by starvation. He goes on to say—- 

“ We had never thought that such a state of 
affairs ever existed in India. On every hand 
were the dead and dying. Sometimes it was 
an aged gat sometimes a youth, or an 
infant. The sun beat down at an almost un- 
bearable rate.. The wind carried the sand in 
hurricane style. There was scarcely any noise, 
though there were many people. They sat 
and lay quietly in groups of from five to fifty | 
beneath trees and by the roadside. Often one 
had fallen alone, and was left there to die as 
he had fallen. The living, the dying, and the 
dead were all together. If the spirit ofan indi- | 
vidual left the body in the very centre of a 
group of these unfortunates, no one attempted 
its removal. Why should they? All have sat 
or lain down there to die, and one by one they 
meet death—they all wait for it. They are 
helpless and they say there is no one who will 


four and a half annas. 


That is the experience of one who has 


| actually visited these famine relief camps. 


It may not have been the experience 
of many hon. Members of the House to 
sea, as I have seen, one of these famine- 
relief camps. To anyone who has seen 
such a spectacle the ghastly recollection 
of it will not leave him to his dying day. 
It is far worse than a battlefield to see 
such awtul suffering. But that is not all. 
What is worse is that I find a very 
serious accusation made agzinst the 
Government by a very competent witness, 
wo declares that the so-called relief the 
Government is providing for the people is 
insufficient to keep body and soul together, 


_and that the poor people are left in that 


way to become victims of disease. I am 
quoting from the correspondent of a 
Manchesternewspaper, a capable journalist 
well known in London, Mr. Vaughan 
Nash, who went out for the purpose of 
secing the course of this famine for him- 
self and reporting the facts to the people 
of this country. The eorrespondent 
devotes a portion of his letter to the 
penal minimum of relief. He says— 


“The wages throughout the relief works, as 
[ toll my readers, are paid in money, and 
based on a hypothetical ration of so much 
grain, salt, vegetables, condiments, and oil, a 
maximum and a minimum ration being fixed, 
and the whole adjusted to the prices of grain 
in the bazaar. <A cireular had been issued 
decreeing that all gangs performing less than 
half the maximum task — an imaginary 
standard, by the way, which no single gang 
had accomplished during the week in question 
—should be paid 25 per cent. below the mini- 
mum. So that instead of ten and a half annas, 
the former weekly minimum, the men and 
women in the defaulting gangs were getting 
seven and a half, and the working children 


” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmILTon, Middlesex, 
Ealing): What is the locality % 


*Mr. MACLEAN: I cannot give the 
locality. The report goes on— 


‘“* Whether the people could subsist on this 
penal allowance without ripening for cholera 
and other famine diseases was a question 
which the correspondent decided in the nega- 
tive, and he urged it as an ominous fact that 
whilst the minimum was being cut down by 
a quarter—a minimum which assumed that 
only fifteen ounces of solid food a day go into 
the stomachs of people who must work nine 
hours ‘ between the rising and the setting of 
an Indian sun’—cholera is on the mareh in 
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Khandeish, and God help India if cholera { watch the operations of the relief given 
attacks the famine camps. by the Government. If the Viceroy had 


done that he would have endeared himself 
to the people of India, and he would 
have been able to make a report to 
the Secretary of State which would 
have convinced even him that it was 


been reduced in numbers because a large | time for England to come to the rescue. I 
number of people have fled on account of | think it is quite time for England to do 


; ° . . | j } ic E vO i< ¢ 
the cholera raging in their midst. These | something m this matter. India : has 
unfortunate people have gone away with- | failed to accomplish the task committed 

; toher, and I think England might now 


out any means of subsistence, or any , 1 
prospect of help from any human being, | outstretch a helping hand to these patient 
; || and gentle people who lie down to die by 


and the Government does not even tell € ; ( 
us that they have made any inquiries as the wayside without uttering a word or 
making a sign. 


to where those people have gone to. 

*Lorp G. HAMILTON : The hon. Gen- 
om , area . | . HAI i ; 
BP es agg oie att County, Mid); tleman has madea very remarkable speech. 
magg . re! ‘ 

a * ‘India has been visited by a terrible 
*Mr. MACLEAN : This gentleman has | famine, the worst famine of the century. 
no motive whatever but to state what is | It has attacked areas which have not 
absolutely true, and the picture he gives | hitherto been affected by drought in the 
of the state of India at the present | memory of man. It has affected a large 
moment is one that revolts every man’s | area of the native States, and has taxed 
sense of humanity. The Government of | both their organisation and financial 
India has not the capacity in any way to’ Tesources. I protest against the speech 
deal with a famine of this kind. The | of my hon. friend. The hon. Gentleman 


high officials are men of great intelli- | selected one or two isolated scraps from 


gence and a keen sense of honour, and no | Newspapers in association with places, he 
doubt they work as hard as any human does not know where, and he has given to 


being possible can; but necessarily a| the House the distress and the misery 
great deal of the work is left to subordi- | which might have been seen in those 
nate officials, who perform it in a per-| Places as a specimen of the class of relief 
functory way, and who have very little | and the famine administration of the 
sympathy with the people. We rely | British Government. I say that is a 
upon the Government of India entirely | gross libel on the British Government. 
in this matter. The noble Lord told the | Only yesterday I received a report from 
House that when the Government of America, where a great interest is 
India was in any difficulty that this | shown in the sufferings of the Indian 
country would come forward to its assist-| people. In America they are endeavour- 
ance. What is the Government of India| ing to obtain funds from private in- 
doing? We know that we have at the | dividuals for the purpose of supplementing 
head of affairs in India an active-minded | the action of the Government. A great 
and an enterprising Viceroy, who has a| meeting was held in New York the other 
keen senseof his duties and responsibilities. day by “ndian missionaries who had visited 
He has given lavishly out of his own purse | the spot, and the substance of their report 
to relieve the famine, and he hasdone his comes very opportunely. They were 
best to stimulate and instil energy and devising a plan for raising a fund to 
resource among his officials. But he | relieve distress in India, and to make a 
might have done something more ; he | general appeal to the American people. 
might have done something to put a Here is the substance of their appeal to 
sense of hope into the hearts of the people, the American people, taken from the 
which would have contributed to make the | New York Times of 25th April 

management of this famine more easy to “It is right we should bear our witness 
the officers of the administration. He | that the British Government in India is doing 
might have come down from the mountain | all that any Government on earth could do to 


heights of Simla. ; ~eslle ‘ouch. | 58ve the lives of its distressed subjects in 
= of Simla, and travelled tht ugh relieving 5,500,000 of persons by direct Govern- 


Since thencholera has attacked the famine 
camps, and has made sad ravages there, 
and the last confession from the Govern- 
ment of India is to the effect that the 
people. on famine relief works have 








out the length and breadth of the Jand to! ment aid. It is achieving a greater work 
see these famine camps for himself, and | of rescue than any” Government has ever 


Mr. Maclean. 
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in the world’s history undertaken before. With 
a skill derived from the carefully-garnered 
experience of previous famine campaigns, 
with an unstinted expenditure of money and 
an heroic outlay of British energy and lives, 
it is doing all that an Administration can do. 
But alongside of its efforts, there is a vast 
area in which private munificence can effect 
what Governmental interference cannot use- 
fully attempt, and there is here a call to every 
human heart the wide world over.” 


Dr. TANNER: Can the noble Lord 
tell us who subsidised this report ? (Loud 
cries of “ Order.”) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. Member 
makes these interruptions I shall have to 
call the attention of the House to his dis- 
orderly conduct. 


*Mr. MACLEAN : I said nothing what- 
ever against the Indian Government, and 
I frankly and gladly acknowledge that 


they are doing their utmost with the | 


means and the staff at their command, 
but they ought to be supplemented by 
aid from England. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I think that 
my hon. friend went a little further, 
because he gave the House to understand 
that the famine camps were human 
shambles where persons were slowly 
tortured to death. Considering that 
there are some 5,500,000 persons in these 
famine camps, it is obvious that this is a 
gross and an unpardonable exaggeration. 
The matter is really so serious that I ask 
the House to allow me for a very few 
moments, as succinctly as possible, to tell 
it what is the state of affairs. The great 
difficulty we have to contend with is that 
not only is the famine more intense in its 
operation, not only does it cover a larger 
area than any famine recorded in the 
present century, but it has affected a 
large number of areas and districts where 
famine and drought have been absolutely 
unknown. In 1896-97, when we had no 
experience for twenty years of famine, I 
was nervous as to how far the machinery 
of the Indian Government would respond 
to the strain then thrown upon it. [am 
glad to say that, on the whole, it responded 
well, and the result of the exertions of 
the Indian Government is that, although 


there was a considerable loss of life, | 
yet the effects of famine were averted | 


more effectually than in any _pre- 
vious struggle in which the Government 
had been engaged. 
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carefully supervised. A Commission was 
appointed; it went from district to 
district after the famine was over making 
suggestions and taking evidence as to 
how the famine administration Code could 
be improved and strengthened. When 
the famine broke out I had the satisfac- 
tion of knowing that, at any rate, there 
would be applied to it machinery which 
two years before had stood a great stress. 
But in those districts where famine had 
never occurred before there has been very 
great difficulty in getting the people to 
come soon enough into the famine camps. 
There was a deplorable loss of life— 
at Ahmedabad 166 died, not of starva- 
tion, but of inanition, or of having 
arrived at the camp so emaciated and 
in such a deplorable condition that they 
could not stand the efforts made to revive 
them. Lord Northcote personally en- 
quired into these cases, and found 163 
of them came from native States, many 
of them a considerable distance from 
the camp ,of relief. The Government 
has lent officers to these native States, 
as well as large sums of money, and 
|I do not know what more we could 
|do than we have done. The advances 
/which have been made to the native 
| States amount to 63 lakhs, and this 
'is independent of a very large loan 
'to be made to the State of 
Haiderabad amounting to two crores. 
Then the hon. Gentleman referred to the 
Bhils. Nothing could induce the people 
of that tribe to come into the famine 
camps. They will not submit to discip- 
‘line and organisation, and, if they come 
into camp, as soon as they obtain sub- 
sistence they gooff again. Ofcourse,such a 
deplorable visitation as the present must 
| hit a race of this kind terribly hard ; and 
I have no dowbi there will be, in spite of 
all that the Government can do, very 
considerable mortality amongst them. 
| As to the cholera, Lord Northcote has 
| been all through the famine stricken dis- 
tricts. Lord Curzon visited them last 
autumn and winter, and he paid a visit 
}again in spring. Lord Northcote re- 
ported that the disease had broken out 
on account of unripe fruit, bad water, 
and the intense heat. The hon. Gentle- 
man seems to assume that the food is 
insufficient. As to that I should take 
the opinion of men who have a life-long 
experience of the Indian coolie even 
before that of Mr. Nash, straightforward 
'and honest as I know that Gentleman to 


Famine. 
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be. There is no question that has been 
more carefully inquired into than this 
matter of food. There is a minimum and 
a maximum, and the Government has 
been careful not to put the maximum 
above the level of the normal 
wage which may be _ earned in 
the district. If they did not take 
that precaution, they would have not 
only the people suffering from want, but 
the entire native population to deal with. 
My hon. friend says that England should 
come to the rescue. Is there a lack of 
funds? As to assistance to India from 
the Imperial Treasury, I have already 
declared that the whole financial resources 
and the whole administrative machinery 
of India shall be devoted to combating 
this famine. I have said distinctly that 
if there were any lack of funds, or any 
temporary difficulties in the way of 
raising the ways and means, the Indian 
Government will receive assistance from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. But 
let me ask the House for a single moment 
to look at the other side of the question. 
I am one of those who have always been 


taught to believe with respect to the | 


financial administration of India, that it 
should, as far as possible, be made self- 
supporting. There is an annual sum 


devoted to making provision against | 


famine in India; and in India and 
here there is a strong tendency to 
push and increase expenditure in all 
sorts of ways. Here the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has the taxpayer behind 
him ; but in India the Finance Minister 


has not that safeguard ; and if his induce- | 


ment to balance his income and expendi- 
ture is taken away, he is made powerless 
to resist demands for new expenditure. The 
House may accept it from me that at pre- 
sent the Indian Government has sufficient 
funds to meet this terrible calamity. On 
what ground, then, ought a claim to be 
made on the Imperial Exchequer ? 
true that there are 6,000,000 of people 
now receiving famine relief, and that 
there is terrible suffering, and in some 
districts, a heavy mortality. But in the 
districts where famine previously pre- 
vailed, where there is knowledge of the 
system of relief, and where the people 
have come in freely and early, the rate of 
mortality is very little above that of 
normal years. Of course, no comparison 


can be drawn between ordinary pauperism 
and the distress caused by famine ; but 
the six millions now receiving relief, 


Lord G. Hamilton. 
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| compared with the 300 millions in India, 
| is not so large a proportion as the normal 
number of persons receiving poor relief, 
'to the total population in this country. 
In such conditions how can the Imperial 
| Exchequer be asked for assistance? An 
| appeal has been made to the charitable 
j}and benevolent because there is a large 
‘amount of work in coping with the 
‘famine which can only be discharged or 
overtaken by means of charitable contri- 
i butions. Special food and clothing can 
| be distributed, wd a house-to-house visi- 
| tation can be conducted by private effort 
/in a way which would be quite beyond 
‘the scope of Government. Let us com- 
| bine as far as possible these two agencies ; 
but it would be a fatal mistake to attempt 
now, when there is no lack of funds at 
the disposal of the Indian Government, 
to get the House of Commons to contri- 
bute a large sum for the purpose, not of 
carrying out the Government’s task, but 
of supplementing charitable contributions. 
| The danger is that if this policy is once 
pursued, it will dry up and freeze all 
+ charitable and benevolent contributions ; 
and while the charge which is put on the 
Indian Government would remain, India 
would be deprived of that relief on which 
she can always depend now from chari- 
table sources. I can assure the House 
that the Government are watching with 
the closest scrutiny and attention the 
progress of the famine. In the course of 
the next two or three days the normal 
rainfall may be expected to begin; and 
then in the next few weeks there will be 
a steady diminution of those now 
| receiving relief in the famine camps. If 
we find at any time that there is any 
difficulty in supplying the necessary 
number of officers, doctors, and nurses, 
we shall not hesitate to draw to the 
utmost of our power on the reserves 
available in this country; and, in the 
same way, if we find at any time that 
there is any lack of financial resources, I 
shall not hesitate to ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to give the Indian 
Government the assistance which, as I 
have more than once informed the 
' House, he is ready to give. I have 
only one other word to say, and it 
; is tothe hon. Member for Northampton. 
He is exceedingly anxious to know when 
the dissolution is to take place. I am 
afraid I cannot inform him, though I 
/ notice a certain alarm and _ perturbation 
on his part. When I first entered the 
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House Radical Members always declared 
themselves glad to go back to their con- 
stituencies, where they were supposed to 
draw fresh force and vitality. But now 
the one thing they dread and the one 
terror before them is that they should 
have to go to their constituents. I can 
only say to hon. Members opposite, let 
them pluck up their courage. I can 
recollect in the past, when we were in a 
small minority, we fought our way on 
until we became a majority. 


to alarm. Let him have the courage to 


stick to his guns, and whether he is beaten | 


or not his constituents will think the 
better of him. 


Dr. TANNER 
tons.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member to apologise for that expression. 


: The “hungry Hamil- 


Dr. TANNER: What expression ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Unless the hon. 
Member instantly apologises I shall have 
to call the attention of the House to 
his conduct. 


Dr. TANNER: Of course I apologise. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: 


interpose for one or two minutes in the 


debate. I see my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for South-east 


Essex is in his place, and therefore I rise 
to give an answer to the question he asked 
some time ago. I must first take exception 
to one part of his speech. He said he was 
in the habit of calling a spade a spade. 


I must respectfully decline to be divided | 


from the otfice which I have the honour 
of representing ; and I wish to take my 
share of the blows which the hon. and 
gallant Member has dealt at the Gentle- 
men, military and civil, with whom I have 
the honour of working. I am _ not 
here as a conventional whipping-boy, 
and I consider it a privilege indeed to 
be allowed to represent men who have 


laboured so strenuously for their country | 
as my colleagues have done at the War | 
As 


Office during the last seven months. 
to the examination of Militia candidates 
next September, it is impossible to regard 
the Militia merely as a preparatory 
school for the Army. It is one of the 


{28 May 1900} 


The hon. | 
Member should not let himself give way | 


I rise only to. 
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| most important forces in the country, and 
the War Office cannot treat the colonels 
'of Militia battalions as if they were 
| schoolmasters preparing candidates for 
/commissions. We cannot order colonels 
| to give no officers leave, or to give all 
| officers leave, in order that they may pre- 
pare for an examination. That would be 
| to interfere unduly with their discretion. 
| If all the officers who intend to enter the 
| Army are given leave, then officers who 
are needed, especially in the summer, 
would be withdrawn. If we held 
‘that no officers should have leave, 
we would be depriving some youn 
‘candidates who are in commission 
of the opportunity of studying subjects 
| which we wish them to study. We must, 
‘therefore, leave to the discretion of the 
| Militia colonel what should be done, and 
'I wish to state in reply to my hon. and 
gallant friend we shall try to devise some 
plan by which marks shall be given for 
'the good soldiering they have done to 
those Militia officers who have been 
serving during the whole summer, which 
will make the handieapping more fair 
than it would otherwise be. I think I 
should say one word as to the speech of the 
hon. Member opposite. I do not feel called 
upon to inflict the pain on the House of 
replying to questions he has asked again 
and again. I can spare the House, and I 
| intend to spare it, the useless penalty of 
listening to my remarks. 


General Questions. 


THE WAR—GENERAL QUESTIONS. 

Str WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I think the dis- 
cussion we have had on the Indian famine 
has thrown a wonderful light on the effects 
of the war. Here we have had a de- 
‘scription of what our Indian fellow- 
subjects are suffering. I regret that 
instead cf spending money to save the 
lives of the starving people in India, we 
are spending it to kill Boers in South 
Africa. I think I may be allowed to say 
a few words on this occasion, for we are 
going to break up for one of the longest 
holidays ever enjoyed by this House at 
Whitsuntide. We are to be away for 
something like three weeks, and it is de- 
sirable to know what the policy of the 
Government is, and how they intend to 
act in connection with the great war 
going on. When this House met we had 
|a division on 6th February, and hon. 
{Gentlemen on this side of the House 
voted that they regretted the want of 
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knowledge, foresight, and judgment dis- 
played by the Government in their cpn- 
duct of South African affairs since 
1895. That was our opinion on this 
side of the House. On the other 
side hon. Gentlemen were satisfied 
with the manner in which South 
African affairs had been conducted. [ Hear, 
hear.| I hear hon. Members say “ Hear, 
hear,” and they are perfectly satisfied now 
with the way the war is being carried on. 
I should like to know what the policy is. 
So far, the war policy does not seem to 
have brought any very great blessings 
with it. I myself voted against Supply 
for this war, because, as far as I can 
understand it, it is a most unjust and 
wicked war.—[An Hon, Memper: No! | 
—Well, that is my opinion. I may have 
my opinion. I voted against Supply for 
carrying it on, and I think the policy of 
those gentlemen who voted Supply be- 
cause, although they thought the war was 
unjust, they would see it through, was 
one of the most immoral policies ever 
advocated in this House or anywhere 
else. Let us see what the results of this 
policy are so far. You have spent, I 
suppose, nearly a hundred millions, you 
have got a Ils. income tax, and, 
worse than that, according to the 
latest Returns we have lost 20,000 men 
killed, wounded, prisoners, and missing. 
Of that number over 6,000 have been 


killed or have died from disease. Just 
think of that. Think of the desolated 
homes, the broken hearts, and the 


blighted lives you have caused by all this. 
That is what has happened with regard 
to the Army. What has the war policy 
done for us at home? The war has im- 
perilled free speech, the foundation of 
our liberty, and it has established through- 
out the country in very many places mob 
law. The right hon. Gentleman called it 
the limit of endurance of human nature. 
I call it mob law. You have postponed 
all social legislation. You never have 
any beneficial legislation while you have 
a war going on, and what does that mean ? 
It means that you will not do anything for 
the hundreds and thousands of our fellow 
countrymen in this country whose suffer- 
ings are such that the sufferings of the 
Uitlanders are nothing as compared with 
them. You have shown a grand 
spectacle to the world. You have 
shown two Christian nations cutting 
each _ other’s throats while the 
I never can 


heathen are looking on. 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 
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understand the outcry against the natives 
' being allowed to take part in the war. If 
the war is right surely the natives should 
be called upon to take part in it also as a 
grand Christian exercise. I think that 
this state of things is disastrous at home 
and abroad, and shows that the policy of 
the Government with regard to South 
Africa has turned out as we voted in 
February—wanting in knowledge, fore- 
sight, and judgment. I think the result 
‘more horrible and heartrending—to use 
/an expression of Lord Derby in connec- 
tion with the Crimean War—than any- 
thing one can conceive of. But do not 
| suppose that I wish to blame the Govern- 
| ment too much in this matter. Govern- 
|ments in this country are exactly what 
the people make them, and if one con- 
demns the Government one condemns the 
people. Why, in my mind the Colonial 
| Secretary is a splendid representative of 
the nation—a splendid representative of 
'the bunkum, bosh, and swagger of the 
| people of this country. He retlects most 
truly the tone and temper, and the stan- 
' dard of political morality, of the country 
| at this time. The signs of the times show 
| that the Government, I am sorry to say, 
| truly represent the people. ‘Take the 
| press; it urges them on day by 
|day to more and more destruction. 
| Take the pulpit ; it glorifies, nay, deifies 
, war,which Zhe Times once called ornamental 
murder. I never understood until this 
| war broke out what was exactly meant 
| by “ professing Christian.” I now know 
what it is. A professing Christian is one 
| who professes Christianity and practices 
| heathenism. An hon. Member asked the 
Leader of the House the other day 
| whether we could not have a day of 
thanksgiving. Thanksgiving for having 
murdered so many men in South Africa ! 
Can anything be more horrible? I do 
hope the Leader of the House will con- 
sider rather whether we should not have 
'a day of humiliation for our astounding 
| work. I see that most of the Members 
|of the House of Commons support the 
' Government, and what is more important 
| than all, whatever the Government do 
| “the man in the street” supports them. 
| The man in the street is at present the 
‘supreme arbiter of political action. He 
certainly rejoices in this war, and 
|dances with delirious delight at every 
‘fresh day of massacre, murder and 
'misery. You do not find fault with 


General Questions. 
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He says you have brought about the re- |no human being can tell what you are 
barbarisation of the nation. I think what | going to do when you get to Pretoria, 





he says is perfectly true. Iam not saying | 
that the war is not popular. You could | 
not carry it on if it was not. Let me | 
read the words of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man the Member for Montrose just before | 
the war began. At an immense meeting | 
in the north of England he said— 


“You may earry fire and sword into the 
midst of peace and industry—such a war of the 
strongest Government in the world against 
this weak little Republic—and the strongest 
Government in the world, with untold wealth 
and inexhaustible resources, will bring you no | 
glory. It will bring you no profit, but mis- | 
chief, and it will be wrong. You will make | 
thousands of women widows and thousands of | 
children fatherless. [t will be wrong. You 
= | add a new province to your Empire. It | 
will still be wrong. You may give greater | 
buoyancy to the South African stock and share | 
market. You may create South Afriean | 
booms. You may send the price of Mr. | 
Rhodes’s Chartereds to a point beyond the | 
dream of avarice. Yes, even then it will be | 
wrong.” | 

| 
All that has been done. The Colonial | 
Secretary has succeeded, as Sir Edward | 
Clarke when a Member of this House 
told him distinctly—or rather I think it | 
was my right hon. friend the Member for 
Bodmin who told him that it was his 
war. Let him have all the honour and 
credit of this war. All I can say is that 
for my part, I would not have on my 
hands the blood that he has for all the 
glory that this world could give me. 
Now we are going to separate for three 
weeks ; and perhaps for a few days, when | 
we take up the newspapers, we shall find | 
fresh tales of forty or fifty killed here, | 
and twenty or thirty there—of brave men | 
dying far away from their homes. We 
will have all that to read, and of course 
the illustrated papers will come out again 
and again with those horrid and_loath- 
some pictures we see every week—pretty 
things for our children to take up and 
read. Why are these men killed? Why 
are they butchered to make a jingo 
holiday? What is it all for? That 
is why I rise to-night. I want| 
the Government to tell us what is gained 
by this slaughter. It is not defence now. | 
Now we are the invaders. Why are we, 
invading this country? You say you 
are going to Pretoria. What are you 
going to do when you get there? I ask | 
any man in this House—statesman or 
politician, or Radical, or even Irish Mem- | 
ber, even the man in the street. There is | 











| 


or how you are going to settle this 
matter. All that appears on the face of 
it is a nation, which used to be proud 
of freedom and generosity, trying to 
crush out two republics. I say it is one 
of the sorriest sights this world has ever 
Is there no hope for the voice of 


| seen. 
| reason and humanity being heard ‘in this 
/matter? I am not pleading for the 

Boers. Oh, no. The Boers are hopeless. 


They are weak; crush them out. [An 
Hon. MempBer: You are not against 
them.| Well, nobody comes to my help. 
I am not afraid so much for them, I am 
afraid for this country. I say we are in 


|deadly peril that this sordid militarism 


will blight and blast all that is best in 
our own national life, and for these 
reasons I think we are entitled to ask the 
Government whether there is not some 
statesmanship left in them, and if they 
are, at any rate, trying to settle this dis- 
pute without further bloodshed, instead 
of going on in this insistence on brute 
force. I ask them if they will at least 
stop the horrors of this war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not rise 
to reply to the hon. Baronet. He has 
made a bitter attack upon my right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary, who is pre- 
cluded by illness from being present—— 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON : I was not 


aware of that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
sure the hon. Baronet would not delibe- 
rately or by preference attack a man in 
his absence. However he may be mis- 
taken in his opinions, nobody has a higher 
courage or more generous instincts than 
the hon. Baronet. But Iam not going 
to argue with him; he is perfectly con- 
sistent with the professions of a life-time. I 
think heis profoundly mistaken in the views 
he has expressed to-night, as he has often 
been before. I will only ask him to reflect 
when thinking over the substance of his 


| . . 
| speech, after expressing the views he has 


expressed of the criminal folly of the 
nation, whether he still retains his old 
views about the infallibility of democracy 
or even of the local veto. But what [ 
really rose for was to make an appeal to 
the House to remember that the adjourn- 
ment is the subject of debate, and that 
it was with a view to meeting the con- 
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venience of Members and sparing them a 
sitting to-morrow that I made this 
arrangement for taking the motion before 
proceeding with the Railway Accidents 
Bill. Under thoze circumstances I would 
venture to make an appeal to the House, 
and to ask hon. Members whether they 
have not discussed miscellaneous subjects 
on this motion for a sufficient length of 
time, and whether it is not time to get to 
the business we still have to pass before 
the evening comes to an end. 


Allegations against 


ALLEGED DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE 
PROPERTY BY BRITISH TROOPS. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 

shire, Eifion): I have no desire to pro- 

long the debate, but I venture to remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that this House | 
has been practically muzzled on all ques- 
tions relating to the war, and I think it 
is not unreasonable that we should avail | 
ourselves of the only opportunity afforded 
us by the motion for the adjournment. | 

I do not wish to go into the question, but | 

I wish to draw attention to one matter, | 

and to express the hope that we will | 

receive from the Government some more | 
satisfactory explanation than has been 
given to the allegations, serious and 
responsible allegations, made in the public 
press with respect to the methods of 
destruction by which the war has been 
carried on in the Free State, especially as 
regards the ravages made on private pro- 
perty. I put a question last week to the 

Under Secretary of State for War upon 

this very point, and received a very un- 

satisfactory answer; in fact, the only 
answer I received was from the Financial 

Secretary, who simply stated that he 





did not believe the allegation that 
was made. What I wish to point. 


out is that we have a series of allegations of 
a serious nature made by responsible special 
correspondents of responsible papers. A 
gentleman who is well known makes a 
statement of information conveyed to him 
by the very officers engaged in the opera- | 
tions. I say when that is the case it is 
absurd to try to airily pass it over, or to 
say that we are not to believe it. In a 
letter from Bloemfontein, dated 29th 
April last, and published on 21st May, 
the correspondent says— 


“The column commanded by General 
French, with General Pole-Carew at the head 
of the Guards and 18th Brigade, is marching 
in, burning practically everything on the road. 
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and sheep. Hundreds of tons of corn and 
forage have been destroyed. The troops 
enyaged in the work were Roberts’s Horse, the 
Eastern Province Horse, the Canadians, and 
the Australians. They have seized over 1,000 
rifles at various farmsteads and destroyed 
thousands of rounds of cartridges. I hear, 


| tvo, that General Rundle burnt his way 


up to Dewetsdorp. Some painful stories 
are told of the march of the devastating 
armies by officers in charge of the execution. 
At one farm burned yesterday only women 
were left at work upon it. The troops were 
told that the owner had been captured with 
Cronje. Still, rifles were found hidden under 
the mattress of the bed. So the place had to 
go. Orders were inexorable in all cases where 
arms came to light. The woman-who swore 
that, her husband had been in commando for 
four months threw her arms round the ollicer’s 
neck and begged that the homestead might be 
spared. It had to go. When the flames burst 
from the doomed place the poor woman threw 
herself on her knees, tore open her bodice, and 
bared her breasts, screaming: ‘Shoot me, 
shoot me. I’ve nothing more to live for now 
that my husband is gone and our farm is burnt 
and our cattle taken !’” 


That is from Mr. E. W. Smith, and I say 
when we have the statement that he 
received his information from the officers 
in charge we are entitled to have some 
further information, and not an airy 
denial of the statements that have been 
made. Do hon. Members say that if 
there was a French or German invasion 
of England it would be within the usages 
of civilisation for our English farmers to 
have their homesteads burned and cattle 
looted because they had firearms in their 
possession? In the case referred to the 
farm had to go because there were arms 
found under the mattress. The corre- 
spondent further says— 


“ Another officer told me of a similar case. 
‘lam a hard-hearted fellow, he said, ‘but I 
couldn’t stand the women crying, and in one 
instance I did leave a farm sianding that I 
ought to have destroyed.’ A third case has 
been related to me of a farm where the pro- 
erty was contiscated, while the owner was 
ein dying in another room. As the soldiers 
ransacked the place they heard a pitiable voice 


| erying from an inner room: ‘What are they 


doing? What are they doing?’ and as the 
firing parties withdrew from the ruined 
homesteads they were frequently followed 
by groups of weeping women and children, 
who covered them with epithets of bitter 
complaint and denunciation. J hear that 
Lord Roberts had given preliminary warn- 


|ing that any burghers not found on their 


homesteads would be treated as hostile and 
their property dealt with accordingly.” 


In the case of an invasion of this country, 
would the French army be entitled to go 


It is followed by about 3,500 head of loot cattle | to Sir Redvers Buller’s house, and for the 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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same reason, burn the house and all his | 
property? I submit that in view of these 
facts nothing can justify the attempt | 
made by the Financial Secretary to the | 
War Office to deny what has been done. | 

English generals and English politicians ! 

I say it is a disgrace to the generals who 
executed the orders, and tothe politicians | 
who defend them. There is no possible | 
justification for such outrages. The only 
excuse made is that there is danger 
possibly of these persons taking up arms 
again. If that is the danger apprehended 
why not take the men prisoners? I 


mitted. The corres pondent goes on to | 


say — 


“The execution of a whole district was of | 


course accompanied by strange scenes, some | 


of bloodthirsty violence, others of humour. 
Typical of the first was the sight of a party 
of “ Tommies” of the Regular Army who got 
amongst a lot of pigs w ith the bayonet. They 
held the squeaking animals pinned to the 
ground with their weapons, while comrades 
applied the happy despatch.” 


This has been done by the invading army. 
I quite recognise that it has been among 
the usages of war for a retreating army 
to burn and to devastate in a country, 
but this is the reverse of that case. 


This is an invading army burning and | 


devastating the homes ‘of the people 
they are driving before them. When we 
consider the disparity between the con- 
tending forces, the discredit is greater 
still. The invading army is at least five 
to one as compared with the Boers. 


Dr. TANNER: Ten to one. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: The British 


nation with their allies in Australia and 
Canada are 50,000,000, and these smali 


nations are only. one-fifth of a million, so | 


the disparity is as 250 to one. To 
realise what these poor people are 
struggling against we have to try to 
picture this nation fighting against a 
nation witha population of 12,500, 000, 000. 


If this country was fighting eight worlds | 


at once, we would then be | fighting a foe 
that was stronger than us ‘only i in the) 
same proportion : as we are stronger than 
the Boers. Under these circumstances, 
instead of straining the rules of war we 
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say | 
it is a disgrace to civilisation and to | 
England that such things should be per- | 
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Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
' brough) : I do not intend to take up more 
' than ten minutes, and I am not going to 
| discuss the war. I am going to diseuss a 
| question in regard to which I expect I 
| shall have the sympathy of hon. Gentle- 
men sitting on the other side of the 
House. We are asked to-night to agree to 
the motion that the House shall adjourn 
[for the holidays until the 14th June. I 
| cannot understand why there should be 
| such a long adjournment when we take 
into consideration that there are some 
important measures that might be passed 
‘through this House, measures which 
| would give considerable relief to large 
| sections of the working men of the 
| country, and more especially to the sea- 
faring men. In 1887 the Government 
brought in a measure to give the working 
men some protection in the shape of a 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. The 
right hon. Gentleman who introduced 
that Bill informed the House that it was 
_an experimental measure, and that it was 
to be applied to the most dangerous 
trades and occupations. Yet, strange to 
say, the Act does not apply to the sea- 
faring profession, which is the most 
dangerous of all the trades in this country. 
I think a reference to the Board of Trade 
Returns will satisfy any hon. Gentleman 
on this point, sezing that it will be found 
that every year over 1,600 sailors, firemen, 
and others are killed on board ship or are 
drowned. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
cussing that question, as there is a motion 
on the Paper in the name of the hon. 
Member for the Kirkdale Division of 
Liverpool dealing with the subject of 
the application of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act to Seamen. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I 
thought I would be in order, seeing that 
the motion before the House is one to 
adjourn for a long holiday, in complaining 
that there would be ample time at the 
disposal of the Government to legislate on 
| such a matter if the Government hau the 

desire to do so. However, if it is out of 
| order to discuss the question of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, I can at least 
bring one or two other matters before the 


ought to go to the other extreme, and be House which directly affect the interests 





{of seamen. I hope I shall have: the 


| 


more generous than usual. 
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support of hon. Gentlemen opposite, who | with the knowledge that three days in the 
very often in their speeches up and down | week they have got to have one and a 
the land praise the seafaring men very quarter pounds of salt pork, on the other 
much, saying they are a grand body | four days one and a half pounds of salt 
of men and that they ought to! beef, a pound of biscuits daily, and 
have the sympathy of the nation at large. | half a pound of flour three times a 
I have on many occasions brought the! week. But what I am amused at is this. 
grievances of the seamen before this| The Board of Trade scale provides for 
House, but they are the very class of | twenty-two different things, and yet ship- 
working men who can get no justice from | owners give the men only nine out of the 
the House of Commons. There is only | twenty-two. No one can be satisfied on 
one reason that I know of why the seamen | board ship with the scale of provisions at 
can get no relief from the House of! present provided for him. Only to-day 
Commons, and that is that they are|I saw the crew of a vessel about to be 
Uitlanders—they have no votes. If the | paid off, and they told me that during the 
seafaring men of this country had votes | voyage they had had a short allowance 
and the opportunity of using those votes | of beef, a short allowance of flour, no 
at election times, I can just imagine how | sugar for over five weeks—in fact, they 
I should see the hon. Gentlemen opposite | had been short of every kind of pro- 
fishing around the seamen, asking them | visions during the voyage. Yet there is 
for their votes to send them to Parliament. | no redress for those men. I say that it 
But unfortunately very few of them have | is a perfect crime and a scandal that any 
votes, and of those who have got them | ship should leave a foreign port for a 
very few have the opportunity of using|four or five months passage without 
them at election times ; consequently hon. | having sufficient provisions on board the 
Gentlemen on the other side suppose they | vessel to supply the men with full and 
can afford to ignore the claims of these | sufficient food for their wants. The 
men. But I venture to say that that | complaint of the men is a daily complaint. 
ought to be a stronger reason for having | It is perfectly true that on the principal 
the sympathy and support of hon. Gentle- | liners, such as those on Donald Currie’s 
men opposite. The fact that these men | line, the Castle line, the White Star line, 
cannot help themselves politically, I | the Cunard line, and the other principal 
think, entitles them to some con-| lines, thereis no complaint with regard to 
sideration from the gentlemen on the | the food; the men get ample food and the 
other side of the House. I asked the | very best of everything. But when we 
President of the Board of Trade the| come to the ordinary tramp steamer, | 
other day whether he could see his way | am bound to say that on nine out of every 
clear to bring in a Bill to make some | ten the men are literally starved during 
alterations in the provisions scale which ' tke whole of the voyage. It isperfectly true 
the seamen get on board ship at the | that they get what the articles of agree- 
present time. The provisions scale pro-| ment provide ; they get that; they can 
vided for men who sign the articles of | claim that by law. Having signed the 
agreement on board a British ship is the | agreement, they get that; but what I 
scale adopted in the year 1852, when pro- | complain of is that it is not sufficient, and 
visions were at least 30 per cent. dearer | there ought to be an alteration. I asked 
than the present time. There has been no|the president of the Board of Trade 
alteration in that provisions scale,and the | whether he could see his way clear to 
men who are engaged to-day sign exactly | bring in a Bill to settle this question of 
the same scale as they signed fifty years | seamen’s provisions, but I was told by the 
ago. In the United States they look | right hon. Gentleman that he could not 
more after the menin that respect. There | see his way to do that. Yet it is the one 
is a proper scale of provisions provided by | thing that is driving good men from the 
Act of Parliament, and that scale gives | seaservice ; it is the one thing that has 
great satisfaction to the men on board the | created so much desertion of British sea- 
ships. We have often been told that|men abroad, and yet a Conservative 
British seamen desert their ships abroad, | Government, with a large majority at its 
and cause a great amount of inconvenience | back and ample time at its disposal, has 
to the owners of British ships. I do not | no time to give any relief to the poor un- 
wonder at it, taking into consideration | fortunate sea-faring men. Is there any 
the fact that men will start on a voyage | use, I wonder, in making an appeal to- 


Mr. Havelock Wilsen. 

















1593 


night 
the I 
us W 
for t 
Gove 
7 is 
years 
to se 
the k 
this 

done 
mucl 
woul 
man 
will 
extel 
tion | 
wort 
party 
pens: 
geste 
may 
do n 
this 

inten 
and 


‘shall 


I sh 
Gent 
port 
if the 


I apy 
man 
to sé 
alter 
visio: 
men 
At 1 
like 


Allht 
Anso 
Arno 
Ashn 
Atki 
Balce 
Balfc 
Balfe 
Bank 
Bart! 


Beth 
Bhov 
Bill, 
Blun 
Bose 
Bous 
Bow 
Bow 
Bras 
Brod 
Brye 
Bull 








to 


= oe a ae 


1594 


1593 Merchant Seamen’s {28 May 1900} Grievances. 


night ? Will the right hon. Gentleman | this, because I believe that if I could 
the President of the Board of Trade tell | touch his heart he would be inclined to 
us when he will introduce some legislation | do something for these men—there are 
for the benefit of the seamen? The | three sailors in Greenwich Hospital 
Government has had ample time now ;! brought in there suffering from scurvy 
it has been in_ office for six | caused by the bad provisions supplied to 
years. Year after year I have expected | them on board their ship. Surely that 
to see some measure brought forward for ought to touch the right hon. Gentle- 
the benefit of the seafaring population of man’s heart if it can be touched at all. 
this country, but yet nothing has been The right hon. Gentleman has time to 
done. I do not want to trespass too alter this state of things if he likes. All 
much on the time of the House, but I| he has got to do is to bring ina Bill. I 
would like to ask the right hon. Gentle- | am quite certain it would be backed by 
man the First Lord of the Treasury if he | hon. Gentlemen who sit on the other 
will say to-night when we may expect an | side of the House. The only opposition 
extension of the Workmen’s Compensa-| we might expect to such a measure would 
tion Act to seamen. I think it would be | be from two or three ship-owners—not 
worth the while of the Conservative from the bulk of ship-owners in this 
party to extend that Workmen’s Com- | House, but from two or three outside. As 
pensation Act in the way I have sug- | far as this side of the House is concerned, 
gested before the dissolution, because you | I think I can guarantee that such a Bill 
may depend upon it that if the seamen | would be supported by every section of 
do not get the benefits of that Act before | the Members here. Now, I do ask the 
this Parliament dissolves, I, for one, | right hon. Gentleman, seeing the amount 
intend to make as much noise about it up | of time there is at the disposal of the 
and down the country as Ican. Yes, [| Government, can he not hold out 
‘shall do my little bit at the election, and | some promise that something will be 
I shall not forget the seamen. Hon. | done for the seamen before this session is 
Gentlemen opposite have had many op-| brought to an end. 

portunities of legislating for the seamen | 

if they had felt disposed todo so. May| Mr. A. 





J. BALFOUR rose in his 


I appeal also to the right hon. Gentle-| place and claimed to move, “That the 


man the President of the Board of Trade 
to say when he will bring in a Bill to 
alter the present scale of  pro- 
visions which are supplied to the 
men on board the merchant ships ? 





Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘‘That the Question be 
now put.” 





At the present moment—and I would 


like the right hon. Gentleman to know | Noes, 67. 


Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh U. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHonA.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartlev, George C. T. 

Beach, RtHonSirM. H.(Bristol) 
Betheli, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt.H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 








AYES. 


Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 


| Curzon, Viscount 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 





The House divided: — Ayes, 187: 
(Division List No. i40.) 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Donkwn, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke,RtHonSir William Hart 
Eliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Monro (Leith 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ. 
Foster Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


' Fry, Lewis 
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Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. R. Wm. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 


Merchant Seamen’s 
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Gibbs,HnA G.H.(CityofLond , Lowe, Francis William 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
| Maclure, Sir John William 
| M‘Killop, James 
| Marks, Henry Hananel 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 


Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
| Milward, Colonel Victor 
| Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moen, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 


Morrell, George Herbert 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | Muntz, Philip A 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 


| Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 





Morgan, J. Lleyd(Carmarthen 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham) 
Peel, William Robert Wellesley 


Keswick, William | Penn, John 

Knowles, Lees | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Lafone, Alfred | Pilkington,Sir G.A(Lanes.S W 
Lawrence,SirE.Durning-(Corn | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Lawrence, Wm.F. (Liverpool) | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Lawson, J. Grant ( Yorks.) | Pretyman, Ernest George 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Llewelyn, Sir Dilkwyn- (Swan. | Purvis, Robert 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, RtHnWalter(Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton. Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John Willan 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Donelan, “ya A. 

Doogan, P. C 

Duckworth, James 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Goddard, Dan‘el Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Main Question put accordingly, and 
agreed to. 
Resolved, That this House at its rising 
do adjourn till Thursday, 14th June, and | 


| Pym, C. Guy 
| Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


NOES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 
Morton,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (L: vei pool) 
Palmer, George W m. (Reading) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Rande!}l, David 

| Reckitt, Harold James 

| Rickardson, J. (Durham,S.E.) 


disposed of 
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Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker(Lanarksh. ) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tho nton. Percy M. 

‘Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Col.SirCEH(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 





| 

| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 

Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H.(Denbighsh. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
funciman, Walter . 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Scut.ar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Kill ride and Mr. Have- 
lock Wilson. 


that so soon as Government business is 


this day Mr. Speaker do 


adjourn the House without Question put. 


(Mr. Balfour.) 
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RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF { Bill. I want to know under what cate- 
ACCIDENTS) BILL. | gory they will come. If the Home Office 

As amended (by the Standing Com-|do not inspect them they will escape 
mittee), considered. | altogether this inspection, which I am 


| sure we all desire to take place. I hope, 
Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD | therefore, that either the right hon. Gen- 
or TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircnig, Croy-| tleman or some Law Officer of the Crown 
don): I propose to move the new clause will assure the House on this point, 
standing in my name. On consideration because I am quite certain that no section 
it seemed to me that Sub-section 2 was | of the House desires that this class of 
somewhat involved, and therefore I pro- | railway should be left out of the Bill. 
pose to move this substitution— 


Mr. RITCHIE: I must ask the in- 
= . : 
New Clause :— dulgence of the House in replying to the 
(1) Nothing in this Act shall require notice | Criticisms which have been made. When 
of accidents to be given in cases where such a| the Bill was before the Committee I pro- 
notice is wy ewe! to be given under any Act | mised to consider the question, and I 
relating to factories or mines. 2 fe 
t ; aie ; _ | drafted an Amendment to meet the diffi- 
(2) Where any inspection, inquiry, or investi- | ey|ty, I had an Amendment drawn which 


sation for any purpose may be made under this : 
‘Act by, or by Bs Anes of, a Government De- I thought would have made it perfectly 
partment, and may also be made for the same | Clear that all these lines came under the 


purpose under any other Act by, or by any | Home Office. There has been some doubt 
officer of another Government Department, expressed upon the subject, but I regret 
the inspection, inquiry, or investigation shall bis aie Chak ts Sheets ‘a | = 
be made as arranged between the Departments les Moen e authorities of the House 
inqui intimated to. me when my Amendment 


concerned, but any such inspection, inquiry, or 
investigation shall not be made with respect to | appeared that it was out of order because 
the same matter for the same purpose by, or | it proposed to amend the Factory Acts 
by any officer of, more than one Department. sees ae : ste 
"Mr. Ritchie.) | and consequently it was not possible for 
; ‘ me to move it. I have endeavoured to 
— brought up and read the first time. adopt another form of words, and I am 
; not without hope that elsewhere I shall 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | be able to find some words to meet the 
“That the clause be now read a second | difficulty alluded to by the hon. Member 
time.” opposite. 





side): With respect to this new clause, | matter of very great importance, because 
speaking for myself, I have no objection | accidents are quite as likely to occur on 
whatever to it; indeed, I desire that the | these sidings as on the main lines, and in 
object of the right hon. Gentleman should | some respects they are more likely to 
be secured, that object being, as I under- | occur. Of course there is something to 
stand, that the owners of these lines | be said for putting these lines under the 
should not be put to the trouble and in-| control of the Home Office by bringing 
convenience and even embarrassment of a| them within the Factory Acts, and 
double set of inspectors. But there is a| there is also something to be said for 
doubt in the minds of several hon. Mem- | putting them under the Board of Trade in 
bers, and certainly in my own, whether | this Act. I should’have thought that the 
there is not a class of railway which does | inspection of any kind of railway line 
not come under either the Home Depart-| being a matter connected with railway 
ment or the Board of Trade. I refer to | appliances, would be better under the 
the colliery lines which run from the col-| Board of Trade inspection and super- 
lieries to the wharves or docks. I want | vision than under the Home Office. The 
to know whether that class of line is | Home Office has nothing to do with loco- 
inspected by the Home Office, as they are | motion, and I do not think its inspectors 
not inspected by the Board of Trade. If} have the training which is necessary. I 
they are not inspected by either the | should have thought, prima facie, it would 
Home Office or the Board of Trade I want | have been better to deal with them under 
toknow under whatcategory they willcome. | the Board of Trade. Therefore, I am 
They are not inspected by the Board of | rather disappointed that the right 
Trade and are not provided for in the | hon. Gentleman does not see his 


| 
| 
Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright-| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): This is a 
| 
| 
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way to do this, and in _ one 
way or another, the Bill ought not to leave 
this House without this provision being 
made. The Bill ought not to receive the 
Royal Assent until some provision is 
made or some means taken to bring these 
sidings within the purview of this Act. 


Railways (Prevention of 


CoLonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): I wish to point out that the 
sidings of a factory are already part and 
parcel of the factory, and are under the 
Home Office inspection. If an accident 
happens upon the lines of the works they 
come under the Factory Acts, and under 
Home Office inspection, and the inquiry 
lies with that Department. Those in- 
spectors have to make examinations in 
some way with regard to collieries and 
colliery sidings, which are again under the 
Home Office through Her Majesty’s in- 
spectors of mines, and it is far better 


that it should continue in that way. To | 


introduce the jurisdiction of another 
Government Office over those sidings 
would be very inadvisable and likely to 
produce confusion. I believe it is 
perfectly clear that these sidings are now 
under the Home Office, and I think that 
to put them under the Board of Trade 
would be doing something which is likely 
to lead to much confusion. I trust that 
my right hon. friend the President of the 
Board of Trade will insist that this 
matter shall be left where it is at the 


{COMMONS} 
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| venture to suggest to Her Majesty’s 
‘Government that this question could 
'be most satisfactorily dealt with 
_by introducing a short single - clause 
| Departmental Bill, which would trans- 
\fer any of these doubtful cases 
which may arise under the present Bill, 
and which might, even under this clause, 
be liable to dual inspection. Then we 
should get at least one consistent admin- 
istration for the prevention of accidents 
which occur on these sidings and branch 
lines, which need inspection as much as 
the main lines. My suggestion is that, 
‘in order to remove any difficulty as to 
dual inspection, a short Departmental Bill 
should be introduced and carried, as it 
| would be, with the consent of both parties, 
‘I am sure that such a Bill would be 
quickly passed through both Houses of 
Parliament. 


*CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince): It has been argued by Gentlemen 
opposite that all these railways should be 
| under one Department of the State, and 

that that Department should be the Board 

of Trade. There is no wish on the part of 

mine owners to have anything to do with 

any hiatus, but we regard i as a very 

important thing that mines and their 

sidings should continue exclusively under 

the Home Office and should not be inter- 
| fered with by the Board of Trade. 


resent time, under the Board of Trade, | 


and that the factories and mines will be 
left under the Home Office. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): The right hon. Gentleman gave an 
undertaking in Committee, in reply to 
myself, and I should like to make one 
further appeal to him. We recognise 
that he has made some effort to meet the 
difficulties which were brought before the 
Committee after a somewhat prolonged 
discussion of this complicated matter. 
What we have in view, it seems to me, is 
to secure that there shall be adequate in- 
spection of all these risks wherever they 
oceur, and that that inspection, in the 
interests of all the parties concerned, 
should be carried out by one Department. 
Inregardto my right hon. friend’s promise 
to deal with this matter in another place, 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansheck) : We had a very considerable 
amount of discussion upon the Royal 
Commission on this very point, and from 

|the evidence submitted to us it was 
perfectly clear that there were accidents 
(on railways which were not inspected 
either by the Board of Trade officials or 
by the officials from the Home Office. It 
| is not so much a question of dual inspec- 
tion as to secure that inspection does take 
| place, or shall take place, on railways 
| which ought to be affected by this Bill, 
jand which have never been inspected 
| before. In the case of a colliery siding, 
| clearly an accident taking place there 
| ought to be investigated, and the investi- 
gation should be under the control of the 
| Home Office. The point raised by the hon. 
Member for the Brightside Division is in- 


surely the same Standing Order with , tended to elicit some information from the 
regard to the scope of this Bill would | President of the Board of Trade or the 
govern the procedure in another place as Attorney General as to wheher this 
it governs it in this House. I would, Amendment would be sufticient to cover 


Mr. Bryce. 
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such a case. If it does not, it ought to 
be made to do so. 


Railways (Prevention of 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): It was in reply 
to a question of mine on the Standing 
Committee that the President of the 
Board of Trade promised to try in this 
Bill, on Report, to fill up the hiatus which 
he admitted existed in the case of 
factories between lines which are inspected 


by the Home Office and those which come | 


under the Board of Trade. He said 
there was no hiatus in the case of 
collieries, A debate took place on the 
Standing Committee, after which we 
became aware of a case which we did 
not know at the time the discussion 
took place. A case was decided on the 
5th of April which has been fully reported 
in the Labour Gazette for May, in which it 
was clearly established that there are a 
large number of colliery lines with regard 
to which this hiatus does exist, because 
they are not inspected as coming under 
the mines, nor are they railways under 
the Board of Trade. I do not know 
whether we had better discuss that matter 
on this clause or on Clause 15 on the 
Definition Clause. 
that as far as factories are concerned— 
though not in regard to coal mines—the 
right hon. Gentleman did try to redeem 
his promise. 
ment which appeared to redeem that 
promise, but I understand that it was not 
in order in the form in which it was put 
down. But even then he did not fill up 
the hiatus as far as collieries are con- 
cerned. As it appears to be generally 
admitted that this hiatus does exist, it is 
clear that the Government must try to 
meet that difficulty, and I think we 
ought to get a definite promise that they 
will deal with it in the House of Lords. 


*Srr JOSEPH PEASE(Durhan, Barnard 
Castle): I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man has brought in a clause which ob- 
viates having two inspectors over one 
piece of ground. 
and gallant friend opposite that the coal 
mine owners prefer to be altogether under 
the Home Office, as they have been for 
many years ; but when we come to that 
hiatus which has been pointed out by the 


right hon. Baronet the Member for the | 


Forest of Dean, there is no doubt that 
they are actually railways. They do not 


include the numerous colliery branches 
[FouRTH SERIES. | 


VOL. LX XXII. 





{28 May 1900} 


The House will notice | 


He put down an Amend- | 


I agree with my hon. | 
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(of lines round the pit upon which the 
| wagons run to and fro; but accidents 
| on these lines have to be reported to the 
| Home Office, but not their arrangements 
—these are no doubt under the mines 
| iaspectors of the Home Office. We have 
to deal with what are really railways, 
and not parts of the colliery proper. I 
think we had better accept this Amend- 
ment and leave it to the right hon. 
Gentleman to bring in a clause which we 
all agree is required to meet the case. 


Accilents) Bill. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : It is 
extremely difficult to ascertain the num- 
ber of accidents which occur on railway 
lines that are not within the control 
of the Board of Trade or the Home Office. 
To ascertain the number of men killed 
and injured on these lines for 
which no one seems to be responsible, I 
was talking the other day to a competent 
railway manager who expressed to me 
the opinion that the percentage of 
accidents upon what has been termed the 
hiatus lines is very great in proportion to 
those killed and injured on other lines ; 
and the proportion is as great, if not 
greater for the same mileage, as upon a 
well equipped main line. I am informed, 
that the mileage of this class of lines 
referred to amounts to 600 or 700 miles. 
| I cannot vouch for that statement, and 
it can easily be disputed, because there 
is hardly any reliable information upon 
it, but [ do not think that anyone can 
authoritatively contradict it. We can 
agree that these lines which do not come 
within the curtilage of colliery or factory 
jurisdiction under the Board of Trade are, 
from the point of view of equipment and 
manning, as far as the permanent way is 
concerned and the gear, admittedly 
infinitely worse than any local or main 
lines on which passengers are carrie]. 
That being so, it seems to m2 that we 
ought to put these lines definitely 
either under the Home Office’ or 
the Board of Trade. Personally, I 
am not particular what Depart- 
ment it is, provided that Depart- 
ment brings those lines up to the standard 
| of management in regard to permanent 
way, signalling, and junctions, and 
many other points, which the ordinary 
main lines have to adhere to. As a mat- 
ter of practical administration, I believe 
that all the sidings within the curtilage 
| of a colliery can be better inspected by 
the Home Office than by the Board of 

3M 
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Trade, but that is not a serious matter. 


that these lines are badly constructed, 
badly manned, and badly equipped, and 
they should have inspection applied to 
them. I believe that nearly all the lines 


that connect a colliery with the main line | 


are not up to the standard of the lines 
immediately around them, and cértainly 
they are not up to the same standard and 
]>vel in regard to maintenance as the main 
line. But whether they are or not I 
think we ought to apply to them Recom- | 
mendation No. 5 of the Royal Commis- | 
sion Report. I venture to say that the 
appliances on these lines are very much 
below what they ought to be as provided 
by Recommendation No. 6. 
through several other recommendations of 


the Royal Commission. Iam positively con- | 
vineed by observationand experiencein the | 


neighbourhood of mines that the gear and 
appliances on these lines are far below 
what they ought to be. 
have to discuss is how can we remedy 
this. The Standing Orders of the House- 
do not enable us to amend this Act as 
we should like to, and it seems to me that | 

e have nothing to do but to trust to the | 
right hon. Gentleman to induce another | 
place to remedy this defect—a place | 
which does not stand so much on Parlia- | 
mentary etiquette and Standing Orders | 
—where they can insert a necessary and 


{COMMONS} 


| agree with the view expressed that dual 
All I wish to bring before the House is | 


And so on! 


The question we | 


| trolled. 
just as anxious to have them managed 
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control of these factory sidings would be 
a most dangerous thing. At present 
these inspectors are responsible, not to the 
Board of Trade but to the Home Office, 
and it seems to me that we had much 
better, so far as those sidings are 
concerned, have it perfectly clear that 
the investigations are to be conducted 
under the authority of the Home Office 
only. If I understand the right hon. 


| Gentleman aright I congratulate him on 


having adopted that course, and upon 
having framed an Amendment making it 
perfectly clear that there is to be no such 
thing as a dual control, but that the in- 
vestigation as regards these sidings will 
take place under the Home Office. 


Sm JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): As one who has had 
some practical knowledge of the question 


| under discussion, I may say on behalf of 


those I represent in the northern part 
of England, where a larger number of 
‘private lines exist than in any other 
part of the country, that there is not the 
slightest objection whatever to having 
Government inspection. My hon. friend 
the Member for Battersea seems to think 
that these lines are left entirely uncon- 
I may say that the owners are 


| properly as if they were under the in- 


desirable change which is required to | spection of the Government, and when 
bring these lines and sidings up to their | he says that these lines are badly manned, 
proper standard of maintenance. I am | badly constructed and badly equipped, I 
not prepared to discuss with the right | am in a position to give a direct denial to 
hon. Gentleman how it is to be done, but | | such an accusation. My hon. friend does not 
that it should be done we are all agreed, | know as much about the private working 


and I wish him good luck in his attempt 
to remedy it. 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): I 
only rise in order that we may have a 
perfectly clear understanding from my 
right hon. friend as to the exact question 
which is now before the House. I am 
sure there is some confusion prevailing 
among hon. Members upon this subject. 
I understand that the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes to drop Sub-section 2 after 
Clause 16, and either now or in another 
place to insert an Amendment substan- 
tially containing the Amendment of my 
hon. friend the Member for the Ince 
Division. AmI right in that contention ? 


I came here this evening prepared to sup- 
port the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for the Ince Division, because I entirely 


Mr. John Burns. 





‘of these lines as I do. Most of these 
private lines simply carry small trucks of 
about 2 tons 13 cwt., but they have 
recently been so arranged by piling up 
on the top of them that they can now 
carry about four tons, and it is not to be 
expected that lines which are carrying 
small trucks of 4 tons need to be as 
heavily weighted in the shape of rails as 
lines which are to carry 10 tons or even 
larger tonnage. With regard to the 
lighting of these private lines I can speak 
with some experience, and so far as I am 
arquainted with them, some are lighted up 
by the electric light, and every care is 
taken to light them as well as possible, 
in order to avoid accidents. I am sorry 
that there are no statistics in regard to 
these accidents, because I believe they 
would prove the contrary to what my hon. 
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friend has argued. I believe the accidents 
on these lines are considerably less than 
upon the great railways. That, of course, 
is a mere matter of opinion, and I regret 
that Iam not in a position to prove it. 
There is a difficulty with regard to the 
control. 
lines in the north of England which 
not only are connected with the collieries 
inthe shape of a private lineattached tothe 
collieries, but these private lines join and 
communicate with the main line. These 


colliery owners have running powers, and | 


[I cannot understand how we are to 
arrange a question of that kind. If the 
Home Office is to have control over the 


line until it joins the main line and then | 


the Board of Trade is to have control 
over that part of the railway, I cannot 
understand how the system can be 
worked. I think hon. Members will 
see that there is some difficulty in this 
matter. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, amended, 
and added. 


New clause— 


“Inthe application of this Act to railways 
in Scotland the following modifications shall 
be made :—‘ The expression ‘Summary Juris- 
diction Acts” means the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion (Scotland) Acts. The jurisdiction con- 
ferred by this Act shall be exercised solely by 
the sheriff, and shall be held to be civil within 
the meaning of the twenty-eighth section of 
the Summary Procedure Act, 1864. The 
sheriff shall upon request of any party to the 
cause take notes of the evidence, and an 
party, if dissatisfied with the sheriff's judg- 
ment as erroneous either in point of law or of 
fact, may appeal there against to either divi- 
sion of the Court of Session, which appeal 
shall be heard summarily by the said division, 
whose judgment shall be final. The Court of 
Session may, if it thinks fit, by act of sederunt 
regulate the form and time of presentation of 
such appeals.’”—(Zhe Lord Advocate.) 


—brought up and read the first and 
second time, and added. 


*Sr ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 


{28 May 1900} 


I am acquainted with several | 
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| of the Board of Trade will be practically 
‘confined to patented articles. Then we 
may be in this position: when a patentee 
finds that the use of his article is made 
compulsory by the Board of Tra‘ls, he will 
have the railway companies and te traders 
practically in hishands. We have a good 
object lesson in the case of te Dunlop 
tyres, which were the subject of several 
| patents, all of which were acquired by one 
large company, which, though it issned 
some licences at first, has since gained 
control over all the companies which 
held them. The consequence is that 
‘the tyres cost about 30 per cent. more 
in this country than abroad, and I believe 
that at the present moment the price 
charged for Dunlop tyres is twice or 
three times what would be a fair price for 
them. We should be in a very much worse 
position even than this if the- Bill were 
| adopted as it stands, because railway com- 
panies would be compelled to provide 
| these patented articles. It is quite true 
| that there is a power of appeal to the 
| Railway and Canal Commissioners, but 
there would be nothing to appeal against. 
| The patentee would profess himself quite 
| willing to supply the article, and when 
| the compulsory order was made the time 
| for appeal would be past and the patentee 
| would be in a position to charge any price 
‘he liked. Already, I believe, a very large 
| syndicate has been formed to buy up these 
| patents so as to be ready to take advantage 
lof the high prices which are expected. 
|It may be said that the Board of Trade 
| would not order any particular appliance, 
| but this Bill gives them power to order 
|a particular appliance, and although we 
have very perfect confidence that the pre- 
|sent President of the Board of Trade 
| would not do anything unreasonable, we 
' cannot be certain about future Presidents 
‘of the Board of Trade, who might act 
|otherwise. If the Board of Trade 
|takes power to compel the compul- 
| Sory use of these appliances, it ought 
| to take power also to compel patentees 
'to supply articles on reasonable terms. 
| I beg to move, Sir. 








hampton, W.): The Bill provides that | 
the Board of Trade may under this sec- | 
won Seger’ the use or disuse of ey J plant | “If any company or person interested shall 
or appliance. All appliances which are | prove to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade 
likely to be recommended by the Board | that their or his reasonable requirements with 
of Trade are certain to be patented. | respect a po cae go Rate, ar pon 

+. | required by the Board of Trade to be used on 
Already there ~~ 600 patents of — oar railway are not supplied in a reasonable 
kinds in connection with railway couplings, manner and at a reasonable cost, the Board 
and therefore wemay take itthat the choice | may order the patentee to grant lieences on 
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such terms as the Board, having regard to the 
nature of the invention and the circumstances 
of the case, may deem just; and any such 
order may be enforced by mandamus.”—(Sir 
Alfred Hickman.) 


Railways (Prevention of 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Rogvert FINuAy, Inverness Burghs): I 
hope my hon. friend will not think it 
necessary to press this clause. The 
matter is not unprovided for, because 
even at present in Section 22 of the 
Patent Act of 1883, it is provided that if 
on the petition of any person interested 
it is proved to the Board of Trade 
that by reason of the default of a 
patentee the reasonable requirements of 
the public cannot be supplied, it may 
order the patentee to grant licences on 
such terms as the Board may think 
reasonable. 
to which the clause refers, 
matter and many others have been re- 
ferred to a very strong Committee, of 
which Sir Edward Fry is chairman, and 
the present Master of the Rolls is a mem- 
ber, in order to see whether the law re- 
quires amendment. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): 
The clause proposed by my hon. friend 
goes very much further than the section 
referred to by the Attorney General. 
Certainly it would not be very easy to 
say on a mere question of price whether a 
patentee makes default. He may be will- 
ing to supply the patented appliance in as 
large a quantity as may be required, but 
may charge a price so great as to prac- 
tically prevent the adoption of the article. 
The clause as it stands in the Patent Act 
is certainly capable of considerable im- 
provement, and I would suggest that 
instead of putting a special clause of this 
kind in this Bill the President of the 
Board of Trade should really consider 
whether the clause in the Patent Act 
should not be amended so as to get rid of 
some of the defects at present in it. 


*Sirn JOSEPH PEASE: The hon. 
Gentleman has pointed out a very con- 
siderable difficulty, but after the explana- 
tion given by the Attorney General a 
great deal of what I feared when I first 
looked at the Bill has passed away. I 
understood from the right hon. Gentle- 


Sir Alfred Hickman 


{COMMONS} 





That deals with the matter | 
but that | 
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man that he would look a little further 
into the matter of strengthening the 
Patent Act in order that patentees should 
not be allowed to take undue advantage of 
legislation intended for the public benefit. 


Mr. RITCHIE: My right hon. friend 
has already said that one of the reasons 
why the Committee on the Patent Acts 
was appointed was to consider whether 
Section 22 was adequate or satisfactory. 


Smk ALFRED HICKMAN : By per- 
mission of the House, I beg to withdraw 
the clause. 


Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Mr. JACKSON (Leeds, N.): In 
moving this clause, perhaps I may be 
allowed to remind the House that this 
Bill gives to the Board of Trade very 
large powers with regard to the making 
of rules and regulations with reference to 
matters connected with railway working. 
I think the House will permit me also to 


say, and I think my right hon. friend the 


President of the Board of Trade will agree, 
that the railway representatives on the 
Royal Commission on whose ieport this 
Bill is based were of the greatest assist- 
ance in guiding the deliberations of the 
Committee to a practical result. I think 
also that my right hon. friend will agree 
that the railway companies have since 
the Bill was framed done their best to 
bring it into practical shape. The clause 
which I now beg to move is intended to 
repair what the practical officers con- 
nected with the railway companies believe 
to be a great and important omission in 
the Bill. The Bill, as the House knows, 
confers on the President of the Board of 
Trade great powers and responsibilities. 
It defines generally what powers the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade may 
exercise, and it then prescribes that 
the Board of Trade may proceed 
to make draft rules or orders. At that 
stage of the proceedings it is open to any 
person who may be affected to make an 
objection to the proposed draft rules. I 
think the House will agree that at that 
stage it may be difficult even for 
practical railway men to ascertain 
what would be the full effect and bearing 
of the proposed rules. There may be 
objections regarding which the Board 
of Trade may perhaps not take quite the 
same view as the railway companies, and 
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in the event of the Board of Trade 
remaining unconvinced that the proposed 
rules go beyond the requirements of the 
case or are not calculated to achieve their 
object, then there is an appeal to the 
Railway and Canal Commissioners to 
determine the difficulty. The Com- 
missioners have said in very definite 
terms that in their opinion with regard 


{28 May 1900} 





to matters of importance with which | 
this Bill deals the Board of Trade ought | 
not to be the ultimate court of appeal, 
and they have recommended in specific | 
terms that there should be an 
appeal from the Board of Trade to. 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners. 
New, Sir, I venture to submit to the 
House that, although it may be possible 
to detect some flaws in the propcsed rale | 
or order, it is impossible absolutely or 
accurately to determine until that rule 
or order has been put into operation 
whether it is effecting the purpose for 
which it is desired. The object of this 
clause which Iam moving is to give to the 
railway companies or the persons con- 
cerned an opportunity at a later stage, 
after having tested the rule which has 
been made, of appealing to the Railway 
Commissioners. If they come forward 
with specific grounds and statements of 
their objection, and fail to convince the 
Board of Trade of the reasonableness of 
their objection, then they shall have the 
opportunity of going and proving their 
case before the Railway Commissioners. I 
venture to think that the House must con- 
sider that some provision of this kind is 
necessary in a matter of this importance. 
It is one, let me repeat, which affects 





not only the safety of railway 
servants, but the safety of the! 
travelling public, and although the. 


3oard of Trade—and let me press this | 
point upon my right hon. friend—is 
taking upon itself an enormous increase 


of responsibility as compared with any- | 


thing it has had before, nevertheless that 
will not relieve the practical railway 
officers from the great responsibility 
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A rule or order may affect particular ap- 
pliances ; it may affect particular plant. 
I think all of us who have had any ex- 
perience of the practical working of these 
matters know that it is almost a cer- 
tainty that in the case of any plant or 
mechanical appliances year by year there 
are improvements being brought forward 
which supersede the existing plant. I 
think, therefore, that I am not asking 
the House too much if I ask them to 


| assent to this clause which the practical 


railway men of this country believe 
to be indispensable to the safe work- 
ing of their railways, and I would 
venture to make this appeal to my right 
hon. friend to accept the clause. He has 
steadfastly in the conduct of this Bill 
through the House taken his stand upon 
the Report of the Royal Commission. He 
has signally declared more than once to 
both sides of the House that he is not 
prepared to accept Amendments which 
carry the Bill beyond the recommen- 
dations of the Commission, nor is he pre- 
pared to accept Amendments which would 
make the Bill stop short of the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission ; 
and I venture to say that I am asking 
him in this case only to give effect at the 
later stage of the proceedings to the recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commissioners, 
which he has given effect to in every 
other part of the Bill. In my humble 
judgment this is one of the most impor- 
tant provisions, or it may be the most im- 
portant provision, of the Bill. Weare in 
this difficulty: that circumstances of 
traffic, circumstances of speed, and the 
regulation of railways are constantly 
changing, and everyone knows who is 
conected with them that the very regu- 
lations which are made by the railway 
officers themselves for the control 
of the service have from time to 
time been altered and revised. If 
that is the effect within the service 
itself, it is not unreasonable to expect 
that it may be the result even in the case 
of the Board of Trade; and I therefore 








which will still rest upon them. If, there- | make this appeal to my right hon. friend, 
fore, the responsibility is still to continue to | that he will assent to this clause, and so 
rest upon the practical railway officers, | give in its completeness to the Bill that 
and if in any case they come forward | power of appeal which the Royal Commis- 
honestly believing that a rule which has | sion considered ought to have been given 
been made has been found either to be in- | in the recommendations which they made. 
operative for the purpose for which it was | I beg to move. 

devised or to be impracticable in working, | New clause :— 

there should be some means of making | (1) Any person affected by any rule, order, 
their views known. Let me take a case. | or direction made under this Act, which has 


| 


‘ 
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been in operation for a period exceeding six 
months, may apply to the Board of Trade to 
rescind or vary the same. Such application 
shall be made in writing, and shall be accom- 
panied by a statement of the grounds upon 
which it is made. 


*©(2) If the Board of Trade shall decline to 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. FENWICK: I candidly admit 
that there is a great deal to be said for 
the principle of the Amendment moved 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for North Leeds, but I do not think that 
the Amendment in the form in which it 


entertain such application, or if the person | stands on the Paper can be acceptable, 


making the application is dissatisfied with the | 
decision of the Board of Trade thereon, the 
Board of Trade shall at the request of such 
person refer the application to the Railway | 
and Cenal Comm’ssion as if it were an ob;ec- 
tion to a proposed rule under this Act.”— Mr. 
Jackon ) 





| 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): My right hon. friend the 
Member for North Leeds in recom- 
mending this new clause to the House 
made—no doubt unintentionally—a mis- 
description of its effect. He said that his 
clause would give “an opportunity ” to 
the railway companies to ask for the re- 
vision of a rule already made. Now, the 
clause would give not an opportunity 
but an indefinite number of opportunities. 
The clause as it stands would have this 
effect: If a rule was made which the 
railway companies found to be objection- 
able they could appeal to the Railway 
Commissioners through the Poard of 
Tr: le against that rule. If their appeal | 
were disallowed they could appeal again, | 
and so on from time to time. No doubt | 
it may be answered that there would be 
discretion in the Railway Commissioners 
to cast in costs anv railway company that 
continued and reiterated its appeal against 
a rule which had been made by the Board 
of Trade and been renewed on one appeal 
by the Railway Commissioners. There 
fore, while at first sight it seemed to me 
when the matter was under discussion 
in the Standing Committee, and when 
the Amendment was put upon the 
Paper, that the proposed clause might 
have that construction, I have, after 
listening to tive speech of my right hon. 
friend and considering the matter n ore 
fully, come to the conclusion that, for all 
practical purposes, there would be a 
measure of justice and precaution and 
fairness to the companies in such a clause as 
this, and that it would not have in practice 
the objection of reiteration that there 
might appear to be at first sight. 

Mr. Jcekson. 














having regard to what took place in 
the Commission itself. That Com- 
mission completed its labours in a 
comparatively short period — a fact 
due in a great measure to the 
ability and tact and experience in 
dealing with social questions which the 
noble chairman Lord James possessed, and 
also to the great fairness of the men who 
represented the railway associations on 
that Commision. We did not arrive at 
our conclusion without much give and 
take on both sides, and I hope that it is 
not now to be attempted to go behind 
the Report of the Commission and to give 
the railway companies by a clause of 
this kind an opportunity to fight rule by 
rule which the Board of Trade in its 
judgment may seek to impose upon them. 
I fully admit, as I have said, the fairness 
of the principle that when a rule is made 
by the Board of Trade, and it :s found by 
experience—and that experience ought in 
my judgment to extend over a longer 
period than six months, the period stated 
in the Amendment—when it is found 
that the operation of that rule is too 
rigid, or, on the other hand, that it 
is too lax, the parties affected ought 
to have the power to appeal for 
some modification of the rule. The 


| Board of Trade, in other words, ought 


to have the power to vary or modify, 
according to the circumstances of 
the case, the rule which they have 
made. But I do sincerely trust that this 
Horse will not go behind the hack of the 
Commission and give to the railway 
companies the power to whittle away the 
advantages which we thought we had 
secured to the railway servants by the 
uranimous Report of that Commission. I 
do not know what line the President of 
the Bcard of Trade intends to take in 
reference to this Amendment ; but while 
I admit that the principle is a fair one, I 
certainly think that the clause cannot 
and ought not to be accepted in the form 
in which it appears on the Paper. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : 
I desire to say one word in support of the 


' Amendment moved by the right hon. 
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Member for North Leeds, and I should | @ longer time may be needed before the 
like, in reply to the remarks that have | effect of the rule could be tested. Further, 
been just addressed to the House by the | the right hon. Gentleman I think puts no 
hon. Member for the Wanstéck Division, } limitation on this power of appeal ; it may 
to say that I do not understand that the | be repeated afresh from time to time ; 





proposal of my right hon. friend in this 
Amendment seeks either to go behind 
the Report of the Commission or to 
whittle away any advantages that were 
intended to be secured by the Report. 
No, Sir. The Royal Commission re- 
ported in favour of a very general 
right of appeal against the rules made by 
the Board of Trade. I should like to say 
on this point that everyone who is con- 
versant with the general administration 
of the railway affairs of the United King- 
dom knows that the rules under which 
the railways work at the present time are 
subject to annual review by the collective 
officers of those companies. That in itself 
I think ought to satisfy the ffvuse that 
on the point which the right hon. Mem- 
ber for North Leeds has brought before 
us now for our consideration we ought to 
accept the clause that he has proposed. 
It is perfectly obvious that, if not in 
respect of the general rule, in respect of 
specific orders to which this clause will 
equally apply, in a very short time work- 
ing experience will show that a change 
is desirable, not only, perhaps, in the 
interests of the railway companies, but in 
the interests of the servants of the rail- 
way compinies, and in the interests of the 
public at large. Changes might take 
place which would make it essentially 
desirable that new rules should be made, 
and it is for that reason that I strongly 
urge on the House that they should 
assent to the clause proposed by the right 
hon. Member for North Leeds. 


Mr. BRYCE: It appears to me that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for North Leeds has certainly made out a 
case for allowing an appeal to the Railway 
Commissioners after a rule made by the 

3oard of Trade has been in operation for 
a certain length of time, but he has not 
shown that the length of time that he 
suggests, six months, is enough to allow 
a complete experience to be arrived at to 


| and to suppose that that could be done is 
| to credit the Board of Trade with a 
| want of good sense and _ practical 
knowledge which it is hardly fair to 
attribute to them. It is _ perfectly 
| plain that in a case of this kind the Board 
of Trade can have no object except to 
subserve the general well-being both 
of the companies and the travelling 
public, and of the servants of the com- 
panies, and I do not see why it should be 
suggested that the Board of Trade should 
be so extremely unlikely to be alive to 
those considerations that it is necessary 
to hang over their heads a perpetual 
| power of appeal such as is now proposed. 
| Therefore, while I admit that there is a 
| grievance raised by the Amendment, 
and that some provision of this kind 
' might, perhaps, be an advantage, I would 
|suggest whether it ought not to be 
limited much more than it is in this 
Amendment, and whether the time ought 
not tc be changed, and whether there 
ought not to be a provision that no fur- 
ther appeal should be allowed, at any 
rate, until the lapse of a considerable 
period after the hearing of the last 
appeal. 


Mr. MADDISON: I hope that the 
President of the Board of Trade will 
have some due regard to the attitude 
which many Members on this side of the 
House—certainly the Labour Members— 
| have taken with regard to this Bill. We 
' considered candidly that this Bill was not 
‘all we wanted, but it was very much 
what we did want and what the railway 
/men certainly needed. With that object 
| in view we accepted the right hon. Gentle- 
'man’s doctrine of the infallibility of 
| Royal Commissions—at any rate that was 
accepted by those of us who believed in 
| the infallibility of anything, which I, for 
one, do not. I would say right off that 
in my feeble way I am able to appreciate 
what the right hon. Member for North 


test sufficiently the effect and working of | J,eeds said about. the complications of 


the rule. 


railway work, and consciously I have 


Mr. JACKSON: It is “At least six | ever tried to make more difficult the 


months ” 


task which I know under the best of con- 
| ditions is a very: onerous one for the 


Mr. BRYCE: It may well be that six | officers and staff who have to carry out 
months may be found too short and that | these rules. But I do hope that, whether 
) : | 
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the right hon. Gentleman accepts the 
principle of this clause or not, he will not 
accept the clause as it stands, and I will 
very briefly try to give my reasons for 
that. In the first place the right 
hon. Member for North Leeds based 
all his arguments on the old fal- 
lacious assumption which hon. Gentle- 
men sitting behind the President of the 
Board of Trade are never weary of trotting 
out—namely, that a rule enforced under 
this Bill means the enforcement of some 
particular appliance. That is the under- 
lying fallacy of this Amendmert of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s, because with all 
his exhaustive knowledge as chairman of 
one of the great trunk lines, he did not 
give us a single concrete illustration of 
how the Bill as it stands would operate 
badly for the railway companies. We 
are always told that this House is a 
practical assembly—I do not subscribe to 
that doctrine entirely, but that is a 
doctrine generally entertained; but, at 
any rate, the right hon. Gentleman might 
have given us an instance of that. If the 


House will allow me, I should like to eall- 


attention to some of the things that rules 
are likely to be made about. We will 
take the first in the schedule—brake 
levers on both sides of wagons. Suppose 
the Board of Trade make an order for 
brake levers on both sides of wagons ; they 
will not say what sort of brakes, they will 
not tie the companies to a particular patent 
or a particular appliance. Their rule will 
call upon the companies to do certain 
things in the interests of safety, and it 
will absolutely leave them to carry out 
that rule in the way that they think best, 
so long as the principle of the rule is 
secured. This is nothing new. As the 
right hon. Gentleman knows, some of the 
companies have the Westinghouse brake, 
and some have the vacuum brake, and I 
believe there is even another brake which 
conforms to the Board of Trade conditions. 
Therefore, the House must not be led 
away by the very ingenious appeal which 
the right hon. Gentleman made to hon. 
Members sitting around him not to em- 
barrass or make more difficult the work of 
the railway ecmpanies. As a matter of 
fact, the Act will do nothing of the sort. 
Take another case. There is a_pro- 
vision in the schcdule for the efficient 
lighting of goods yards. The Depart- 
ment would rot say that good yards 
must be lit by electric light—above all 
things they would not say that it 


Mr. Maddison. 


{COMMONS} 
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must be by a particular system of 
electric lighting. The Great North- 
ern may light their goods yards by 
electricity—I believe, in fact, they would 
—some other lines may light theirs by 
gas ; both would conform to the rule put 
into operation with respect to that great 
safeguard. Then take the matter of 
automatic couplings—those are familiar 
friends of ours. Although the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade last year was constantly charged in 
the most foolish manner with trying to 
force on railway companies some particu- 
lar sort of automatic couplings, the fact 
is he never did anything of the sort, nor 
does he in this Bill. Suppose a rule were 
enforced for automatic couplings ; would 
that mean one inventor’s automatic coup- 
lings? Not atall. All you would have 
to do would be somehow to couple your 
vehicles automatically. 


Mr. JACKSON: I am sorry to inter- 
rupt the hon. Gentleman, but suppose 
there was only one automatic coupling 
which would satisfy the Board of Trade, 
the companies would be obliged to give 
that one ; and the enforcement of brake 
levers on both sides of wagons would be 
unnecessary if continuous brakes were 
required, 


Mr. MADDISON : I think the inter- 
ruption of the right hon. Gentleman is 
only waste of time, if he will allow me to 
say so, because I never referred to con- 
tinuous brakes with regard to goods 
wagons—I only wish they were in the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman ought to 
be more cautious—that is one of the very 
things that we thought ought to be in 
the Bill. He will find that the Bill is not 
by any means so advanced as it might 
be. With regard to automatic couplings, 
does the rignt hon. Gent’eman really 
believe that the present President or any 
other President, or any other responsible 
Minister who has experience and who has 
worth to justify him for that high post, 
would ever enforce a rule wl ere the com- 
pany simply had one patent or one inven- 
tion to depend upon! Really this is, at 
any rate, not practical politics at all, and 
the right hon. Gen leman knows that very 
well. Then I come to the right of appeal. 
Apart from the Ra lway and Canal Com- 
missioners, while I am not infatuated 
with Government Departments, I would 





have thonght that hon. Members weuld, at 
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any rate, have given the Board of Trade 
credit for a little common sense. Sup- 
posing a rule was working badly—sup- | 
posing some appliance was making rail- 
way work more dangerous both for rail- 
way employees and for the travelling 
public ; does the right hon. Gentleman 
mean to say that there would be any real 
difficulty if that was put before the 
Board of Trade in getting the Depart ent 
to give serious attention to the matter 4 
Remember, they have machinery for 


Failways (Prevention of 


{28 May 1900} 


doing that which I venture to submit is | 


not possessed by the Railway and Canal 
Commission. Who are the Railway and 
Canal Commission? They are a very 
eminent body I believe, but nobody 
knows very much about them. They 
know nothing about railway work. We 
have always complained of this tribunal, 
but, in order to get this Bill, we have 
refused to embarrass 
Gentlemen with criticism on this point, 
so careful were we that we should not 
delay the passing of the Bill. But are we 
to understand that what the inspecting 
staff of the Board of Trade (including, 
rememler, Royal Eng‘neer officers, and 
practical railway men) have considered 
as a good working rule, is in fact 
likely to be improved upon by three 
judges, three lawyers, who may or may 
not know a good deal abcut law, but who 
nobody would pretend know anything 
about the practical working of a railway ! 
That leads me to another point in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment, and 
I hope the House will examine this 
point. What we are asked to do in this 
Amendment is to give the right of appeal 
for the purpose of rescinding or varying 
a rule, but on what ground? If hon. 
Members will ex:mine the Awendment 
they will find that the ground of objec- 
tion may be the ground of cost alone. 


The right hon. Gentleman shakes _ his 
head. With all respect to the right hon. 


Gentleman [ say that there is not a 


the right hon. | 


single word in his Amendment, so far as | 


I can see (of course, if he can correct 
me, I shall be very glad), which gives a 
right to appeal against rules which 
prove to be dangerous in their working. 
As a matter of fact, the great railway 
companies, possessing enormous wealth, 
can constantly under this 


simply appeal not because the rule is proved 
to be dangerous, nct because it has made 
railway work any less safe for the men, 
which I admit might under certain cir 


| they 
| to raise to that. 


Amendment | 
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cumstances happen, but simply because 
they did not like the rule— because their 
traffic manager said it delayed the traffic, 
or because certain departmental objections 
were taken to it purely of a commercial 
character, and those objections would be 
sufficient to give a right of appeal. Now 
is the House prepared to subject a Bill of 
this sort to that process? I venture to 
say that it would be wrong, and I very 
earnestly appeal to the President of the 
Board of Trade not to accept this Amend- 
ment as it stands. If the right hon. 
Genilemen’s intention is merely to protect 
himself against a rule which may instead 
of making the work more safe make it 
more dangerous, then his clause does not 
meet that, but it meets other things which 
never ought to have entered into it, and 
if this is not his intention then this clause 
is not necessary. If the right hon. 

Gentleman the President of the Board 
of ‘Trade determines to accept the 
Amendment, I hope he will give us a 
promise that first of all he will take care 
thaton the same 1u'e there shall not be 
second appeals, and that the period shall 
be extended, and generally that the 
appeal sheuld be given only when the 
rezso. of the objcetion is really a cuestion 
of : afety and not metely a question of cost 


in the working of the railway. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Whatever may be the 
opinion of the House with respect to the 
proposal of my right hon. friend, I think 
everyone will agree that he stated his 
case with extreme moderation and great 
clearness, and with the ability which we 
should all expect of him. I need hardly 

say that an Amendment coming from him 
would naturally commend itself to me as 
being an Amendment d‘ctated not by any 
desire to defeat the ends of the Bill, but 
dictated by an earnest desire on his part 
to do what he could to see that the Bill 
would work as we expect it to work 
without friction and with the assistance 
of all concerned. Now, so far as regards 
the first portion of this new clause which 


proposes to gve a right of appeal 
at any time after six months to the 


Board of Trade 
have made, 


against any rule which 

I have no objection 
I think it is right that 
both the railway companies and the rail- 
way servants should have an opportiinity 
at any time to come to the Board of 


| Trade and make to them representations 


| to the effect that the rule which has been 
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Then friend 


Railway Commissioners does not quite! came to thas point in his argument 


work in the way that was anticipated, | 
and should be reconsidered. That portion | 
of the Amendment is one which I am | 
sure must commend itself to the whole 
House. With regard to the second | 
portion, however, while I recognise the 
justice of some of the remarks of my | 
right hon. friend, I think he is unduly 
apprehensive of the action of the Bill. | 
The hon. Gentleman who spoke last has | 
said truly that the action of the Board 
of Trade has not been to lay down to the | 
railway companies any particular in- | 
vention which they are to adopt in order 
to carry out a particular end, and he has 
said truly that with regard to continuous 
brakes, with regard to interlocking 
signals and matters of that kind, the 
Board of Trade have never called upon 
the railway companies to adopt any par- 
ticular invention ; they have left it to 
the companies themselves to adopt the 
particularinvention which should carry out 
the end which it was desired to effect. 
Therefore, so far as that portion of my 
right hon. friend’s argument is concerned — 
namely, the portion in which he said that 
it would be very prejudicial to the public 
interest if railway companies were not 
able to avail themselves of new inventions 
or alterations of patents or appliances of | 








which was to the effect that some of the 
appliances or methods of applying the 
rules proposed by the Board of ‘Trade 
might in operation prove to be unwork- 
able, and not such as to secure the end in 
view, and that, therefore, some appeal 
even from the Board of Trade was de- 
sirable in that particular case. I am 
prepared to say that I think there is 
something in that argument, but I do 


think that the words of my right hon. 


friend’s clause are open to the objection 
that appeals might be made incessantly to 
the Railway Commissioners, which would 
greatly hamper the operation of the Act 
in the hands of the Board of Trade. It 
would be unfortunate if that would be the 
result of my right hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment. Iam prepared to accept the first 
part of the clause, and to amend the second 
pari, to the effect that within twelve 
months, not after, of the making of a rule 
there should be an appeal. There is, 
first, the making of the rule and then 
time is given before the rule comes into 
force. After the rale comes into force 
and the appliance is at work,:? would pro- 
pose that within twelve months after 
that a railway company, if dissatisfied, 
might appeal to the Board of Trade upon 
that particular point, with the further 


their own accord—'t falls to the ground. | power of appealing to the Railway Com- 
It is not the intention of the Board of | missioners. That, I believe, would protect 
Trade to lay down any particalar mode of | the railway compan‘es to the full, and we 
carrying out any order that they may | should prevent the difficulty of frequent 
make, and the railway companies will be | appeals, which I think would be detri- 
at perfect liberty to adopt any patent or | mental to the operation of the Act. I 
method which may seem to thei best in| hope my right hon. friend will be able to 
order to carry out the object in view.! accept my Am:2nInont, which is as 


Then my right hon. friend spoke of the 
changes which take place in the ordinary | 
every-day work of the yards, and said | 
that it would be very prejudicial if the | 
railway companies were not able to make 
changes. It cannot be supposed for a 
moment that a Department which has 
specially under its care the railway interests 
of this country would not readily lend itself 
to any proposal of a railway company for 
the purpose of improving the working of 
their lines. ‘The Department over which 
I preside is responsible to the House of 
Commons, and not only would the Board 
of Trade be unworthy of the trust placed 
upon it if it refused to do anything of 
the kind, but the Minister responsible for 
taking such action would not long enjoy 





follows— 


“Tf any such application be made within 
twelve months after the date on which the 
rule in respect to which the application is made 


| has come into opera‘ioa and the Board of 
| Trade declines to entertain the application 


the Board of Trade shall, if required by the 
person making the application refer it to the 
Railway an: Canal Commissioners, and the 
Commissioners shall consider and decide 
whether the application is reasonable or not, 
as if it wove at o jection to a rule under this 
Act, and u chey decide that the application is 
reasonable the Board of Trade shall propose 
a rule to meet it.” 


I hope my right hon. friend will recog: 
nise that I desire to meet the objection 
he has raised, and that he will consider 
the proposal which I now make as a 
reasonable one, and as likely to meet his 


the confidence of the House ot eines ssid 
Mr. Ritchie. ' 
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*Sir JOSEPH PEASE: Before the right | 
hon. Gentleman replies to the President | 
of the Board of Trade, I just wish to point | 
out that the clause as moved by the right | 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North 
Leeds is a clause which appeals to every | 
railwayman who desires an improvement | 
in the working of railways. The clause 
has in my opinion been too much dis- 
cussed as if it were drawn for the protec- 
tion of the railway companies. It is, I 
submit, a clause which railway employees 
can put into force just as well as the 
railway companies. This has been dis- 
cussed very ably by my hon. friend the 
Member for the Brightside Division of | 
Sheffield ; but, after all, these clauses are | 
to meet not the good but the bad 
and not required inventions. The | 
President of the Board. of Trade says 
that the Board of Trade has only this 
intention and that intention, but— | 
alas for this country—my right hon. 
friend will not exist for ever, and all that 
we desire is that a clause should be put 
into the Act which will meet all the 
possible circumstances of the day, and 
keep the rules up to the mark. There is | 
a proverb in the railway world that good 
intentions form a very doubtful pavement 
in a very doubtful country. Acts of Par- 
liament are not drawn to meet good | 
intentions, but to meet bad ones, and I | 
think that if it is found in three months | 
that a thing is working badly, it ought 
not to be allowed to go on for twelve | 
months. 
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the date on which the rule in zespect of which 
the applicaticn is made has come into opera- 
tion, and the Board of Trade declines to enter- 
tain the application, the Board of Trade shall, 
if requested by the person making the applica- 


| tion, refer it to the Railway and Canal Com- 


missioners, and the Commissioners shall con- 
sider and decide whether the — is 
reasonable or not, as if it was an objection to 
a rule under this Act, and if they decide that 
the application is reasonable, the Board of 


| Trade shall propose a rule to meet it.’ ”—(M>. 


Ritchie.) 


Mr. JACKSON : I feel that the right 


| hon. Gentleman has tried to meet what 
jat all events he 


believes to be the 
practical difficulty of this case. I confess 
that to mv mind the Amendment does 
net meet what I honestly feel may become 
a great difficulty, even at the expiration of 
eighteen months. I would like to say, in 
answer to the right hon. Gentleman, that 
there is no desire on the part of the rail- 


| way companies to use the power of appeal 


in the direction of defeating the objects 
of the Bill. The hon. Member fer 
the Brightside Division of Sheffield 
would be the first to desire that if’ 
a rule made by the Board of Trade 
were found by the practical officers of a 
railway company to be ineffective for the 
purpose for which it was designed, there 
should be power to the railway company 
either to obtain its revision or to be 
allowed to state their appeal before the 
tribunal—which, I venture to remind the 

Labour Members, they themselves selected 

the Railway Commis 


sioners. What the railway companies feel 


| is that they should be allowed to go to 


Mr. RITCHIE: Oh no; there can be | 
an appeal any time within the twelve | 
months. 


*Sir JOSEPH PEASE: I take this | 
clause as a very important one for railway | 
servants, | 
more likely to put it into operation than | 
the men themselves when they see that a | 
thing is not work’ng well. They are far | 


I do not know any persons | 


the Court of Appeal and state their ob 
jections to the rule that has been made. 
I feel that my right hon. friend has 
placed me in a diffi ulty, and in a position 
of great responsibility. I spoke on behalf 


| of the railway companies when I moved 


the clause that stood in my name, I ex- 
pressed, prob: bly fecbly, but as well as I 
could, wuat was their strong objection to 
the proposal of my right hon. friend. I 


~F ve A ga sy ° . 
better judges, and can express themselves | have decided to accept the alteration my 


quite as clearly as any board of directors, 
and I feel that it is in their interest 
quite as much as in the interest of the 
country. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 


“To leave out Sub-section 2 in order to 
insert the following words—‘ If any such appli- 
cation is made within eighteen months after 


| right hon. friend has made, but I accept 
| it in the hope that we shall be able, by 
| the powers of appeal granted, to at all 
| events prevent the adoption of a rule 
| which may be injurious to the working of 
| the railway in the sense of the safe and 
| good working both as regards the servants 
| and the public. 

| Mr. MADDISON: There are one or 
| two points I wish to be clear about. It 
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is difficult for some of us to follow Amend- | The term “railway service” is unknown, 
ments that are not on the Paper, but now | I believe, to the law courts, and I confess 
I must try to make the best of it. AsI| that the absence of a c'ear definition 
understand the Amendment, there is the | may lead to considerable litigation and 
right of appeal within eighteen months | difficulty hereafter. My object in moving 
after the rule is in operation. I want to| this Amendment is to deal with certain 
know how long the rule must be in opera- | railways which exist in the north of 
tion before an appeal may be made. England. Private railways in the north 
br, ‘ . |of England are connected chiefly with 

Mr. JACKSON: Not before six} goijieries, They have their own loco- 
months. motives and wagons, which are of a par- 

Mr. MADDISON: Well, that is one | ticular kind, averaging something like 
of the points. I do not think the Amend- | four tons each. Whether in the future 
ment states that the minimum is six | the provisions of the Bill may be extended 
months. to private railways or not I cannot tell. 
Probably that may be the ultimate result, 

Mr. JACKSON: Yes, in the first sub-| but if so I presume that all private 
section. | railways will come under its operation. 
eee kes . |Oa private railways, I believe, there 
Mr. MADDISON : Well, then, that is | 5. vay iow sitet wiih qauld 
settled. In the next place I want it to! be doalt with by any rules or regulations 
be clear what happens if an appeal is| which may be made by the Board of 
upset on a particular rule. I gather that | ‘Yrade under this Bil!, The traffic carried 
the right of appeal on that particular | j, of an altogether different character 


ru’e would then cease. from that which is generally carried on 
Mr. JACKSON : Yes. large railways. Theie we have not the 


large shunting yards which are the chief 

Amendment agreed to. Clause, as | Places of danger on large railways. On 
amended, added. most of the wagons in connection with 
these private railways there are dead 

Sir JAMES JOICEY: In moving the} buffers. The wagons of the private 
Amendment which stands in my name, railways to which | refer are obliged to 
I must disclaim all opposition to the prin- | touch in certain instances public railways, 
ciple of the Bill. No one has a greater | and when they touch public railways they 
desire than I have to see some means} are brought within the operation of the 
adopted, if those means are practicable, to | Bill. These wagons are manipulated by 
prevent any of the railway accidents that | simple chains. They are extremely small 
take place from day to day. Whether compared with ordinary railway wagons, 
this Bill will affect the object it has in| and there is no difficulty in managing the 
view remains to*be seen. I hope it may, | couplings without going in between them. 
but I look upon it altogether as an ex-| Some of these railways are connected 
periment, which may have good results| with shipping places, which are con- 
or the contrary. This Bill is intended, | structed simply for this particular class of 
as I understand it, to apply to public} wagon, and if you put another kind of 
railways, because before the Commission | wagon on to the “drop” it is useless 
which was appointed to inquire into these altogether. I wish to point out that 
matters, I think the chief evidence given was lin the event of this rule being 
in regard to accidents which occurred on | applied to this particular class of asin 
the public railways of the country. The | which pass over a_ short portion of a 
Commission thought fit, I presume, not | public railway, it will be necessary to alter 
to include the private railways within the | the whole of the wagons employed, and 
scope of the Bill. Unfortunately my | in many cases not only the wagons but 
Amendment deals with a subject which | the shipping places. This would lead to 
was not brought before the Commission. | enormous cost, which, in my view, is 
No one was appointed to give evidence on | really not justified. I am not quite sure 
this particular question, and therefore 1| whether the House will be prepared to 
think I am at rather a disadvantage. | accept this Amendment or not. I submit 
The effect of my Amendment would be| the Amendment with some degree of 
to limit the operation of the Bill entirely | hesitation. I feel sure if I could take 
to those we know as railway servants. Members of the House to these lines and 

) 


Mr. Maddison. 
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let them see the working of the traffic, 
they would not hesitate to give exemption 
in such eases, for, after all, what is the use 
of putting enormous expense on private 
undertakings of this kind when there is 
no evidence to show that any large 
number of accidents take place? In the 
interests of my constituents and those 
whom I represent in the north of Eng- 


land, I feel bound to. put this before the | 


House in order to show what is the feeling 
of Her Majesty’s Government and the 
House of Commons on reasonable ques- 
tions of this kind which are put before 
them. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words 
‘railway service,’ and insert the words ‘em- 
ployment of persons on any railway by an 
railway company’ instead thereof.”—(Sir 
James Joicey.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
‘railway service ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot advise the 
House to accept this Amendment. The 
effect of it would be that if any wagons 
were run across a railway, and the per- 
sons employed in the wagons were not 
railway servants, but the servants of the 
colliery owners, the wagons would not 
come under the Act. Iam certain that 
is not what is desired. As to the hon. 
Gentleman’s wagons, I can assure him 
they would be in exactly the same posi- 
tion as those of anybody else. We do 
nut wish to interfere with sidings wagons 
at all; we simply wish to ensure that 
wagons which are run upon a railway 
con'orm to the Orders issued under the 
sill. To except wagons such as those 
suggested by the hon. Member would, I 
think, be extremely impolitic on the part 
of the Governm2nt. 


Mr. BRYCE: If I understand this 
Amendment aright, it would absolutely 
prevent the President of the Board of 
Trade carrying out the undertaking he 
gave earlier in the evening. That alone, 
I think, isa reason why it cannot be 
accepted. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The hon. 
Baronet made a statement which I think 
ought to be corrected. He said that the 
private sidings to which he referred em- 
ployed in the main dead-buffers that were 
not dangerous, and that in many respects 


they ought not to be put under the same 
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conditions of inspection and examination 
as ordinary railway wagons. I may 
answer that by reading a sentence from 
the evidence of Mr. Constantine, the 
assistant manager of the Midland Rail- 
way— 

“How many wagons are there ?—Sir Ernest 
Paget says about 6,000. I think that is about 
it 


“If you had your way on the Midland you 
would put those wagons to death, would you ? 
—Yes, | would, without mercy. 

“ Without shrift?—Yes, for the sake of 
humanity, I would.” 


This Amendment, if carried, wil! exclude 
all dead-buffer wagons that are now 
worked on private sidings and at col- 
lieries. When we have the assistant 
manager of the Midland Railway saying 
he would put all those dead-buffer wagons 
to death in the interests of humanity, it 
is indeed a clinching argument why the 
Amendment should not be accepted. — 


*CotonEL BLUNDELL: If the hon. 
Gentleman had read the evidence which 
follows that of Mr. Constantine—that of 
Mr. Harrison, the general manager of the 
London and North Western Railway—he 
would have found a very different opinion 
as to the danger of these dead-buffer 
wagons. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I prefer Con- 


stantine. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY : I will not press 
the Amendment, as I find it is impossible 
to pass it. I have stated my case and 
have obtained no sympathy, but I think 
it is entirely due to the ignorance of the 
House of the conditions of the question. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RENSHAW: I do not propose to 
move the first Amendment I have on the 
paper, but I do the second, which is to 
omit the words “to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Trade.” My reason for doing 
so is this: The clause we are now dis- 
cussing deals with three different matters 
in respect of which the Board of Trade 
are entitled to make rules. The Board of 
Trade are to have the power, in the first 
place, to make rules in regard to the 
scheduled subjects ; in the second place, 
in regard to avoidable danger to persons 
employed on any railway arising from 
operations of railway service ; and in the 
third place, in the sub-section we are 
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now dealing with, in regard to the use | Amendment proposed— 

or disuse of plant and appliances. Itis| «yy page 1, line 22, after the word ‘shown,’ 
an extremely important power the Board | to leave out the words, ‘to the satisfaction of 
of Trade are taking upon their shoulders | the Board of Trade.’ ”—(Mr Renshaw.) 


in this respect. It is a great departure : i 3 
from the position in which responsi- | Soerem geapeend, “ Ths the. worm 


bility exists at the present moment— | ati > Ban SPER ew A ae BS 
namely, upon the railway companies; ~ 
themselves, and I want to ask the House! Srr ROBERT FINLAY: I understand 
to consider whether the words I propose | the apprehension of the hon. Member to 
= omit a asd on. «Nal re that the only question would be 
arrass those who have to discuss these | whether the Board of Trade had been 
matters before the Railway Commissioners | satisfied that the appliance was calculated 
in arriving at a definite conclusion as to | to reduce danger, and that on appeal it 
what is or is not reasonable in regard to | might not be open to the alway Com- 
the rules proposed under this sub-section. | missioners to consider the question on its 
ne 3 age — - regard to merits. I do not think that is the effect 
objections to the Railway Commission. of the Bill as it stands. It is perfectly 
The second sub-section provides that the clear that on the appeal the Railway 
Commissioners should consider whether | Commissioners would be entitled to go 
any objections so referred are reasonable | into the facts and decide whether the 
or not, and if they determine the objec-| Board of Trade were properly satisfied 
tion to be reasonable the rule against|on the point. But we have not the 
which the objection is urged should not | slightest objection, as some Members 
be made. What I want to put beforethe | appear rather anxious on the point, to 
House with regard to this pointisthat itis insert words making it perfectly clear 
ee ee ee that on appeal as to matters in the dis- 
not merely to put before the Railway cretion of the Board of Trade, that dis- 
Commissioners for their consideration the cretion may be reviewed by the Railway 
see of fact as to gage ree Commissioners, and the words I propose 
or app a are apse a or geo = as | for that purpose —not really by way of 
to w vrsal 4 we t i na ) " rade | i a Bill : any way, but to make 
are satisne a 1€ plant or app lances | the point quite clear-—are these— 
ought to be ig Ml ye That is not | “On page 2, line 18, to insert ‘including all 
a resgeen 0 J re ae Ps otele of | — as ~ _ matter within the 
whether or no e board of Lrade are | discretion of the Board of Trade.’ ” 
satisfied. That is not a question which | . — 
ought to be submitted to the Railway | I think that would meet my hon. friend’s 
Commissioners, and I do not think their | Y!©™ 
powers of dealing with the question of/ Mr. RENSHAW: That quite meets 
the reasonableness or unreasonableness of | the objection I have made, and I there- 
a Rule ought to be limited in that direc- | fore ask leave to withdraw my Amend- 
tion. If the nght hon. Gentleman objects | ment, 
to the omission of the words, I would | 
point out that the wish that I have to 


provide that the issue should be clearly | Sm ROBERT FINLAY: I beg to 

placed before the Railway Commissioners rg 65. SF 
. : /move the Amendment I have just re- 

would equally be met if he would agree | Seca te 

to insert after the words “to the satisfac- | “°'T®* “? 

tion of the Board of Trade” the words; Amendment proposed— 

“or. on appeal the Railway Commis- | ; state tine 

j “d 1 cei , _, | “In page 2, line 18, after the word ‘ objection, 

sonore. That be ould make it clear that | to saaie the words “including objections re- 

if the Board of Trade had decided the | jating to any matters within the discretion of 

matier as satisfactory, and the Railway | the Board of Trade.’” — (Mr. Attorney 

Commissioners on appeal regarded the | “eneral.) 

proposed rule as unsatisfactory, they; Amendment agreed to. 

would have full power to deal with the . y : 

matter on the facts brought before| Mr. RENSHAW: The intention of 

them. I beg to move the omission of the | the Amendment I now propose to move 

words, is to provide, in the first place, that 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Mr. Renshaw. 
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single objectors should be entitled to ask 
to go before a referee and not before the 
Railway Commissioners if they so wished. 
As the clause stands at present, it would 
seem to imply that the power of appear- 
ing before the referee is limited to cases 
in which there is more than one ob- 
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general desire is that objections should be 
referred to a special inquiry. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I have put down two alterna- 
‘tive amendments to provide that the 
Board of Trade should not be the judge 





jector. The second point is that in this | 
matter the Board of Trade has to be | 


where the objectors wish to go before a 
referee. In connection with the rest of 


satisfied that it is the general desire of | the provisions in this clause, they enable 
the objectors. It seems to me it ought | the Board of Trade not only to satisfy 
to be merely the consent of the objectors ; | itself whether a referee is preferable to 
possibly it ought to be the consent of the | an appeal to the arbitrators, but it allows 





majority ; but it ought not to be a ques-| the Board of Trade to decide the matter 


tion within the discretion of the Board of 
Trade, who themselves are to appoint the 
referee, as to whether it is the general 
desire or not. We might have cases where 
one particular objector was affected in a 
different way from any other objector by 
a particular rule, and it might be a matter 
of urgent importance to him to have a 
special inquiry in regard to the particular 
way in which the particular rule affects | 
him. It is for these reasons I ask | 
the right hon. Gentleman to alter this | 
part of the Bill. I beg to move. | 


| 
| 





Clause 6 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 4, to leave out from the 
word ‘trade’ to the word ‘objectors’ in line 
5, and insert the words, ‘‘ may, with the con- 
sent of the objector or.”—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend’s first 
objection is that there may be one single 
objector, and he thinks the words of the 
clause will not operate in that case. It 
is quite clear that my hon. friend is 
wrong, because if there is only one ob- 
jector, and he desires to go before the 
special tribunal, it is plain that it is ‘the 
general desire of the objectors” if there 
be only one. If we were to accept this 
Amendment it might happen that there 
would be a dozen objectors who desired 
to go before this special tribunal, and 


there might be one objector to 
the same rule who could prevent 
those who desired so to do 
taking advantage of this tribunal. 


There might be one objector who might 
prevent the others taking advantage of 
this rule. I am sure that is not what my 
hon. friend desires, and I believe the 





between itself and the litigant. 


Mr. RENSHAW : I beg leave to with- 


draw my Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, lines 4 and 5, to leave out the 
words ‘satisfied that it is the general desire,’ 
and insert the words ‘required so to do by a 
majority.’” —(Mr. Stuart-Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: I do not see any par- 
ticular objection to the words of my right 
hon. friend, but I think our own words 
are better. It might be taken that we 
were bound to make this reference, 
and it would be taken as an instruction to 
us to take the will of the mere majority. 
I think it ought to be something more, 
and it ought to be a general desire. 


Mr, STUART-WORTLEY: I only 
wish for abstract justice, and the Board of 
Trade should not be allowed to form an 
opinion upon its own conduct. I should 
be willing to take the general desire of 
the objectors. I do not, however, desire 
to press the Amendment, and I beg leave 
to withdraw it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY: I cannot 
see why the Board of Trade should be 
allowed, when it is one of the litigants, to 
appoint the arbitrators to decide between 
them. I cannot see what objection there 
can be to this Amendment, and I venture 
to suggest that it is only fair that the 
arbitrator should be appointed by some 
outside body. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘Board of Trade,’ and insert the words 
‘Railway and Canal Commissioners’ instead 
thereof.” —(Mr. Stuart Wortley.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
‘ Board of Trade’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: My objection is that 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners 
have not come into the Bill, and they are 
not invested with any duty at this par- 
ticular stage. So far as the appointment 
being made by the Board of Trade is 
concerned, I may point out that it can 
only be done by consent, and I have no 
doubt that it will be with the general 
consent of the parties that the referee 
will be appointed. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY : Then why 
not say so 4 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 18, to leave out the words 
‘and thereupon,’ and insert the words ‘in the 
same manner as they may make a rule under 
this Act, and subject to the same provisions 
and.”’—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): The Amendment which stands in 


my name raises a very important question | 
of great interest to the general public, and | 
more especially to that deserving class | 


who have invested the savings of their life 
in railway debentures. This clause pro- 
poses that the Board of Trade may 
authorise a railway company to raise 
money in priority to existing debenture 
stock, and it may be said that there is 
already an Act which authorises this pro- 
cedure. The fact remains that the 
majority of the people of this country 
have been under the impression that if 
they invested their money in debenture 
stock, returning about 24 or 2? per cent. 
they were investing in an absolute 
security which was a first charge upon 
the funds of the railway, and which would 
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of August the hon. Member then sitting 
for the St. Patrick Division of Dublin 
introduced a similar clause which was 
passed without any discussion. The 
House is pretty much in the same con- 
dition to-night as it was in 1889, and I 
hope hon. Members will seriously consider 
this proposal, which is a very serious de- 
parture from the usual practice, and an 
alteration of the security in the invest- 
ments of the country. The trustees of 
widows and orphans who have been left 
a little money have put it into railway 
debenture stock, and if this principle is 
once admitted that their security may be 
altered according to the ideas of the 
Board of Trade or of certain railway 
directors, then a very serious injustice 
will be done to a very deserving class of 
people. I believe that one of the argu- 
ments against my proposal is that this 
provision in the Bill does not affect the 
large railway companies, but only the 
poor companies, and that if some such 
clause is not introduced the poor railway 
companies cannot be compelled to apply 
this provision. I venture te ‘say that is 
a very fallacious argument. Take a small 
railway company called upon to carry out 
certain requirements. Suppose it is 
unable to raise the money in the ordi- 
nary way. As these requirements 
are compulsory, that company would 
have to go into the hands of 
the Receiver. Everybody who invests 
money in these railways knows that if 
the company is unable to carry out its 
obligations it must go into the hands of the 
Receiver. Therefore the Board of Trade 
| would notin any way be affected, and the 
| safety of the workmen would not be 
| affected, but what would remair would 
| be that the debenture is the first charge 
/upon the railway, and the bargain made 
between the railway company and the 
investor would not be injured if my pro- 
posal is carried. I propose to allow the 
debentures to be raised reckoning after 
existing debenture stock. Up to the 
present time debenture stock has not 
been allowed to be established under the 
particular Act unless ordinary stock has 
been issued, and then I believe a second 
debenture stock has been authorised. I 











not be affected unless the railway went | would point out that as the Bill is drawn 
into bankruptcy and into the hands of | some extraordinary results will follow, 
the Receiver. No doubt it will be said | because under the Act of 1889 the money 


that there is a precedent for this clause. In | raised under that Act will be put as a 
the year 1889, when the Railway Regula- | prior charge upon any existing railway. 
tions Acts were introduced, on the 6th | The people who invested their money in 
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1889 invested it under the impression | that this is a principle which ought to be 
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that they had a prior charge upon every- | very carefully safeguarded and very 
thing. Now you are going to have| rarely used, but it has been used once 
another Bill with no such regulations, | before in connection with the Act of 1889, 
and providing for something which is to | and I am not aware that that has, in any 
be a prior charge to this Act of 1889. | degree, affected the debenture stock of 
You might have another Bill with another | any railway which has been empowered 
set of regulations and another prior| to raise these debentures. My hon. 
charge upon this. It only shows that the | friend said that by the words of this Bill 
clause in the Bill of 1889 was an unwise | a priority would be given over the deben- 


one, and did not carry out what it was 
designed todo. ‘Therefore, I hope my 
right hon. friend will reconsider this 
clause, and will accept my Amendments. 


interests of directors or of shareholders, 
but simply in the interests of the public. 
I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 31, to leave out the words ‘in 
priority to or.’”—(Mr. Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: It is quite clear that 
if we pass this Bill it will probably 
entail, in certain contingencies, consider- 
able expenditure upon railway companies, 
and we must provide some means of 
raising the money. In nine cases out of 
ten there will be no difficulty at all. Per- 
haps in the tenth case it may be necessary 
to issue debentures as provided for in 
this Bill to rank before the debentures 
which are now issued. I quite admit 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn Colville, John 


tures of 1889. As the debentures were 
issued for a special purpose, I think we 
might so amend the words as to make 
the debentures raised under this Bill run 


These Amendments are not moved in the | pu"i passu with the debentures raised 


under the Act of 1889. If my hon. 
friend will accept that I am quite willing 
to make the alteration. 


Mr. BANBURY: The effect of the 





Amendment will be that the new deben- 

| tures will rank equally with debentures 

| which exist under the Act of 1889. I 

| hope my right hon. friend will agree that 
that is a reasonable proposal. 


Mr. RITCHIE: If we were to leave 
out the words “in priority to, or” the 
effect would be that the railway com- 
| panies which had issued debentures under 
ithe Act of 1889 would not be able to 
issue debentures taking priority over the 
existing debentures. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 104 ; Noes, 
| 35. (Division List No. 141.) 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Reckitt, Harold James 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Banbury and Sir Bar- 


Helder, Augustus | Pym, C. Guy 


Other Amendments made. 


Mr. RENSHAW: The Amendment 
which stands in my name is to omit Sub- 
section 4. ‘That sub-section provides that 
where the Board of Trade holds an 
inquiry under the Act in reference to an 
objection to a proposed rule, or when any 
objection is referred to a referee instead 
of to the Railway and Canal Commis- 
sioners, Section 3 of the Board of Trade 
(Arbitration, etc.) Act, 1874, shall apply. 
We argued this question in Committee, 
and I think my right hon. friend will 
agree that opinion was very evenly 
divided in regard to it. The Act of 1874 
provides that, where an arbitrator is 
appointed by the Board of Trade as 
between two persons, the Board shall 
be entitled in the first place to ask 
for a deposit to cover the cost of the 
arbitration, and in the second place 
that the arbitrator shall decide as 
to the payment of costs by one 
or other of the parties concerned. In 
this case the Board of Trade will be one 
party to the arbitration, the objector to 
the rule being the other party, and what 
I wish to point out is that it is not right 
in the first place to allow the Board of 
Trade power to insist on a deposit, and 
in the second place to practically decide 
whether or not the objector is to be cast 
in costs. It seems to me that expenses 


ought to be borne out of money voted by 
Parliament. The sub-section would 








rington Simeon. 


hamper the objector, and for that reason 
I beg to move its omission. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 5, line 13, to leave. out Sub- 
section (4), of Clause 14.”—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘where’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: This was a matter of 
discussion in the Grand Committee, and 
I promised that when the Bill came before 
the House I would be prepared to con- 
sider the views of my hon. friend in 
connection with Sub-section 4, which 
deals with two classes of inquiries. One 
clause refers to cases where the parties 
objecting to a rule, instead of availing 
themselves of the tribuzal under the Bill, 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners, 
desire to go before a referee. In that 
cease | think it is perfectly right and fair 
that the parties should pay the cost of 
that arbitration, because we provide under 
the Bill for a tribunal free of cost. If 
the parties prefer, instead of going before 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners, to 
go before an arbiter appointed by the 
Board of Trade, in that case the provisions 
of the Act of 1884 would apply, and the 
parties would have to pay the costs. I do 
not think it is any hardship on the parties 
who desire a new and distinct tribunal, 
which would cost money, that they should 
have to pay the cost of the reference. But 
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when it comes to another question which 
was discussed—namely, the question of 
special inquiry with regard to the objec- 
tions to a proposed rule, there we pro- 


vide by the Amendment I have intro- | 


duced that unless the arbiter or referee 
finds that the application for a special in- 
quiry was really, obviously, and com- 
pletely unfounded and unnecessary, the 
cost of that inquiry will be paid by the 
State. That, I think, is perfectly fair. 
In the ordinary course of things there 
would be no special inquiry. Therefore, 
in order to carry out the proposal I have 
made I wish to point out to the House 
that Sub-section 4 has been so amended 
that in cases where objections to a rule 
are referred to a referee instead of to 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners 
Section 3 of the Board of Trade (Arbitra- 
tions) Act of 1884 will apply. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 20, at the end, to insert the 
words—‘ (5) Where the Board of Trade hold a 
special inquiry with reference to an objection 
to a proposed rule on the application of the 
objector, the person appointed to hold the in- 
quiry may, if on the inquiry it appears to him 
that the circumstances were not such as to 


render a special inquiry necessary, order the | 
objector to pay the whole or any part of the 
costs certified by the Board to have been in- | 
curred by them in holding the special inquiry, | 


and any amount so ordered to be paid may be 
recovered as a debt duc to the Crown.’ ”—(Mr. 
Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, “That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY asked what 
was meant by the term “ special inquiry.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: I do not know that | 


“special ” is a particularly good word, but 
I think it is sufficient. It means that a 
special and individual inquiry should be 
held for a special purpose instead of going 
to the Board of Trade in the ordinary 


way. There is no particular virtue in the | 


word “special,” and if my hon. friend 
desires it I will leave it out. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY: It may 
not be until the inquiry has been held 
that the discovery is made that perhaps 
it was not necessary to hold it. This is 
an appealable provision, and the costs 
ought not to be given against the appli- 
cants unless ‘the application was frivo- 
lously and vexatiously made. I beg to 
propose an Amendment to meet that. 
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Amendment proposed to the said pro- 
posed Amendment— 

“Tn line 4, to leave out from the word ‘the’ 

to the word ‘necessary,’ both inclusive, and 

| insert the words ‘such application was frivo- 

| lously or vexatiously made’ instead thereof.” 
| —(Mr. Stuart-Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words to 
be left out stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” é 


Mr. RITCHIE: If an application were 
obviously frivolous or vexatious, the 
Board of Trade would not be justified in 
granting the application, but until the 
evidence has been gone into it would be 
impossible to say whether the application 
was justified or not. It is for the referee 
after hearing the evidence to say what he 
considers to be justified or not. The 
Treasury ought to be protected by some 
such words as those suggested, and I 
think the words of my hon. friend would 
give adequate protection. 





| Question put and agreed to. 
Words inserted. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: I think the 
Amendment which I now propose to 
move involves a principle that must 
be affirmed before this Bill is passed 


by the House of Commons. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President 


of the Board of Trade told the House 
that he would be able perhaps in another 
place and in another way to put sidings 
| which are now not under the Home Office 
or the Board of Trade under either of those 
'two Departments, or probably divide 
| them up and put them under each Depart- 
ment. That only relates to sidings. I 
wish that this Bill should not only deal 
with sidings, but with wagons, and all 
the other gear and appliances necessary 
for the safety of the railwaymen and the 
efficient working of the railways. I 
therefore think that can best be 
secured by striking out the word 
|“ public” so as to prevent for the 
| purpose of safety any differentiation 
| between an ordinary railway that carries 
|passengers and - goods, and _ colliery 
sidings, local lines, or;something which in 
| the broad sense cannot be interpreted as 
public. Why do I protest against the 
| differentiation of treatment between what 
|is known as a public railway and an in- 
dustrial or manufacturing railway ? There 
are, roughly, a million wagons owned in 
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England by public and private interests, 
and of that number 550,000 are owned 
by 4,000 private owners. That means 
that more than half of the total 
wagons of this country can be con- 
sidered as employed by private in- 
terests or private railways, as distinct 
from “public” mentioned in the Bill. 
We have it on the evidence of managers, 


goods guards, and other competent wit- | 


nesses that many of the wagons and 
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no difference with regard to safety condi- 
tions whether it is a main line, a local line, 
or a line to a dock or colliery. It seems 
to me if “public” is left in we should 
find that the private lines will be thereby 
excluded, and the only way I can prevent 
that is by moving the elimination of the 
word “ public.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I follow quite what 
the hon. Member says, and I did not 
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appliances and junctions and sidings are 
not within the Factory Act, and not 
under the Home Office or the Board of 
Trade, except where a railway servant 
happens to be killed. We also have it on | 
the evidence that the curves are bad, the | 
gradients are sharp, more so than in| 
America, and that is certified by Mr. 
Foster Browne, one of the representatives | 
of the Coalowners’ Association. What is | 


say anything to the contrary ; but the 
hon. Member was entering into a discus- 
sion about dead-buffer wagons, which is 
a different thing. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: The dead- 
buffer wagons as a rule are employed on 
private lines, and they go from the 
private lines on to the public lines. If 
the word “public” remains in we shall 
have no control over the dead-buffer 


more important is that the bulk of these | wagons on private lines until they get on 
private lines and railways and sidings are | the main railway. It is to avoid that 
worked at night-time, after the miners | that I want the word “public” elimi- 
have got their coal, after the steel and | nated. I have only one final word. The 
iron workers have done their work. That | Home Office have been able to give us 
means that at night-time the chances of | some Returns, and I find that 183 men 
accidents are increased through lack of | were killed and 500 injured, according to 


light and so forth. That, to my mind, 
indicates that these railways should be 
specially brought within the purview of 
this Bill, and not excluded, as I believe 
they are by the insertion of the word 
“public.” We have been told by the 
hon. Baronet that the dead-buffer wagons 
do not lend themselves to accidents, and 
are comparatively safe. I hold the very 
opposite view, and there is not a Member 
here who represents a railway con- 
stituency who has not received during 
three or four weeks representations from 
railway servants against the particular 
danger that dead-buffer wagons entail on 
the men engaged. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I do 
not quite see how this is relevant to the 
15th Clause, which is merely a definition 
of the word “railway.” 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: As defined by 
Clause 15 this Bill is to apply only to 
public traffic. What I want to point out 
is that it is very difficult to determine 
when private traffic becomes public and 
when public traffic becomes private, 


because if you load up a train of coal at 
point A it is private until it gets to the 
junction with the main line at point B. 
My contention is that there ought to be 


Mr. John Burns. 


| one Return, and on another Return 58 men 

were killed and 8,830 injitred, either in 
|or about collieries, factories, or private 
| sidings, or railways abutting thereon. 
|The application of these figures to the 
| hiatus lines is of course very difficult, 
| through lack of data, but I believe the pro 
| portion of killed and injured thereon will 
_ be quite as large as for those lines to which 
these Returns apply. I do appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman, who has conducted 
this Bill with great tact and conciliation 
to nearly all the interests concerned, 
having decided to get sidings introduced 
in the House of Lords, to complete the 
offer he has made by eliminating the word 
“public.” The Bill will then be appli- 
‘cable to private sidings and colliery 
sidings; but if the word is insisted upon 
700 miles of railway will be without the 
protection of this measure, and one of 
the most dangerous sections of railway 
traffic will still be open to injure and 
kill the railway servants engaged there- 
on. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


, “In page 5, line 22, to leave out the word 
| ‘public.’ ”’—(Mr. John Burns.) 


Question put, “That the word ‘ public’ 
stand part of the Bill,” 
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Mr. RITCHIE: I earnestly hope the 
House will not accept this Amendment. 
Ido not dispute the position taken up 


hy the hon. Gentleman, but 1 desire to | 
impress as strongly as I can this one con- | 
sideration which I think is all-important. | 


This Biii is the outcome of a Royal Com- 


mission, and we have endeavoured to | 


carry out in this Bill the recommenda- 
tions of that Royal Commission. There 
was no recommendation whatever that 
the Board of Trade should take over the 
management of all the sidings which are 


now under the control of the Home Offiee, | 


and it has been upon this footing and 


understanding the Bill has been prepared. | 
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{ nullified. The Amendment is necessary 
| to enable the right hon. Gentleman to 
| carry out the very promise he has given 
us. What we desire is not that these 
lines should be under the control of the 
Board of Trade or of the Home Office ; 
as far as I am concerned that is a matter 
of complete indifference ; it is a matter 
of detail under which office they should 
be. What we want is that there should 
be some control, and that the beneficial 
provisions of this Bill should be applied 
so as to secure safety upon all kinds of 
lines. I therefore hope my hon. friend 
will endeavour to obtain the opinion of 
the House upon the Amendment. 


I have endeavoured as far as I could to | 


try and bring together conflicting inter- 
ests so as to enable us to pass this very 
considerable measure. If we had _at- 


tempted to deal not only with railways | 


and railway servants, but also with 
sidings, and to take out of the hands of 


the Home Office the control over those | 


sidings and to vest it in the Board of 
Trade, we should have raised up 


an amount of opposition which would | 


have done a great deal to have defeated 
our efforts to pass this Bill. 
therefore appeal to the House, while 


recognising the force of many of the | 
points made by the hon. Gentleman, not 


to press upon the Government the accept- 


ance of an Amendment which would abso- | 


lutely alter the whole character of the 
sill, and which, if we had originally acted 
upon, would have placed many obstacles 
in the way of our being able to pass so 
useful a measure. 


Mr. BRYCE: It does not appear to, 
me that the Amendment proposed by my | 


friend would have the result the 


The 


hon. 
right hon. Gentleman contemplates. 


hon. Gentleman does not propose to | 
transfer the management of these sidings | 


or private lines to the Board of Trade, 
but to make this Bill extend to all 
private lines andsidings in whomsoever the 
control may be vested. He says the 
word “ public” will prevent these private 
lines or sidings coming within the com- 
pass of the Bill. He is right ; that will 
be the effect of the insertion of the word 
“public,” and therefore, if the word 
stands, the very pledge which the right 
hon. Gentleman has given to endeavour 
to secure in another place the insertion 
of words which will bring these lines 
under some kind of public control will be 


I would | 


Mr. MADDISON: I am really utterly 
| unable to understand the attitude of the 
/right hon. Gentleman on this Amend- 
iment. It will be within the recollection 


| of the House that I raised this very point 
on the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
Amendment at the beginning of this 
debate, and there we made it perfectly 
plain that so far as dual inspection was 
concerned we did not wish it. We went 
further, and said that as to whether the 
Home Office or the Board of Trade should 
be the Department we should not make 
that a vital point at all. But we said 
there was a class of line which came 
under neither the Home Office nor the 
Board of Trade. The right hon, Gentle- 
man admitted that. I think the discus- 
sion which took place upon the first 
Amendment should really have taken 
place upon this 15th Clause. If it had, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had made 
the same statement now as he made then, 
it would have been utterly impossible for 
| him to have made the speech to which we 
have just listened. What is the situation ! 
We were told that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would try to meet the objection with 
regard to these hiatus lines in the House 
of Lords. What we wish is that the 
right hon. Gentleman should provide 


that remedy here by the simple 
jomission of this word. The right 
‘hon. Gentleman has again proved 


| his adherence to his doctrine of the in- 
| fallibility of Royal Commissions. He is 
| faithful to it to the end. But like all 
| dogmas, it will not admit of general 
| application ; it has to be given up some- 
| times, In this case the right hon. Gentle- 

man will have to revise his favourite 
| doctrine, because the very concluding 
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paragraphs in this Report are as fol- 


lows— 

“Our attention was directed to the fact that 
when servants of railway companies were 
killed or injured on colliery sidings or lines not 
belonging to the railway companies, there is no 
duty on the part of any person to report the 
fact to a Department of State.” 


That is the first thing we have to 
remedy. The right hon. Gentleman has 
agreed to that up to a certain point in the 
previous discussion— 
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“The colliery owners do not report because 
the men are not their servants, and the railway 
companies are under no obligation to report, 
becanse the accident has not happened on their 
railway. We think this anomaly should be 
removed by an obligation to report to the 
Board of Trade all accidents to railway ser- 
vants incurred in the course of their duty on 
private lines or sidings by the railway com- 
panies whose servants they are, and that such 
accidents should be inquired into by the Board 
of Trade.” 


I quite admit that the right hon. Gentle- 
man could say, if he wished to make a 
mere debating point, which I am sure he 
does not, that this really applies to acci- 
dents to railway employees who go on 
colliery sidings, but I would ask the 
House to mark this point. The Royal 
Commission say that there is an anomaly. 
That anomaly is, that an accident happen- 
ing upon the line is inquired into, 
while in the case of an accident on a 
colliery siding there is no inquiry. I put 
it to the House as business men, and as 
persons desirous of really making this 
Bill effective, should we not follow the 
spirit, and even the letter, of this recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commission, 
which distinctly says that there is an 
anomaly, and that this anomaly should 
be removed? Now, you cannot re- 
move this anomaly or get anything 
like uniformity in the protection of 
the lives of railway men unless you adopt 
such an Amendment as this. The hon. 
Baronet, who is largely interested in this 
sort of railway, said himself that he 
should raise no objection to every inch 
of his colliery lines, which extend some 
considerable distance, being brought 
within the four corners ef this Bill. The 
right hon. Gentleman, unless he accepts 
this Amendment, is absolutely robbing 
this Bill of that completeness and uni 
formity in the protection of the lives of 
railway men, whether upon colliery 


sidings or ordinary railways, which the 
acceptance of this Amendment would 
Mr. Maddison. 


{COMMONS} 
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— about. I just want to say one 
word with respect to the practical effect 
of the deletion of this word. Some con- 
siderable discussion has taken place 
already as to the equipment of these lines 
which by the word “public” remaining in 
the clause are excluded from its opera- 
tion. I am bound to admit that I am no 
great slave to statistics, for they can be 
made to show almost anything, although 
they have their value. I have in my 
hand a letter which comes from a goods 
guard on one of the great lines of this 
country, which is probably one of the 
greatest goods carrying lines in this 
kingdom. He has been for a quarter of 
a century a trusted employee of this 
company, and he holds a responsible 
position in a certain connection which I 
need not mention. I spoke to him about 
these solid-buffered wagons that are 
used on these lines almost exclusively. 
[An Hon. MemBer: No, no.] Surely the 
hon. and gallant Member will admit that 
of the total number of solid-buffered 
wagons in use an overwhelming majority 
of them are employed upon the lines to 
which we refer. If he does deny it, then 
I hope he will get up and make good his 
denial. But the House may take it that 
the question of solid-buffered wagons is a 
question of private wagon owners, and 
this is the kind of railway that will be 
excluded unless the right hon. Gentleman 
accepts this Amendment. My friend the 
goods guard goes into detail to assure me 
that these wagons are the gravest source 
of mischief, of accidents, and of death, 
and, believe me, that the deletion of this 
word “public” is no mere drafting 
Amendment. It means the greater safety 
and a large saving of the lives and the 
limbs of men who are just as worthy of 
receiving the protection of this House as 
those who may be called technically rail- 
way men. I hope my hon. friend will 
press his motion toa division. I even yet 
venture to appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to reconsider his deci- 
sion. We are not trying to go 
outside the scope of the Bill, 
and we who have _ held _ strong 
view from the first upon this question 
have endeavoured to restrain ourselves. 
Having regard to tke remarks of the 
right hon. Gentleman at the beginning of 
this debate, and his assurance that he 
would rectify what he admits is a flaw 
in this Bill in reference to this hiatus 
which exists, and having regard to the 
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whole intention of this Bill, which is not 
merely to save the life of the man who 
wears the company’s uniform, but also to 
safeguard the man who works the railway 
traffic, what does it matter whether it is 
a colliery wagon, a dead-buffered wagon, 
or the splendidly equipped wagon of the 
London and South Western Railway with 
which a man meets his fate, probably by 
a mere slip? I think we are reasonable, 
and I am certain we are right, and I hope 
if we do not meet with an acceptance of 
this Amendment my hon. friend will take 
a division. 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I rise to say 
a word with reference to a misconception. 
My right hon. friend said he would be very 
glad in another place to insert words for 
bringing under effective supervision por- 
tions of lines not belonging to public rail- 
ways which, at the present time, escape the 
attention both of the Board of Trade and 
the Home Office. What is the pro- 
posal now before the House? It is 


Railways (Prevention of 


by striking out the word “ public” to | 


bring under the superintendence of the 
Board of Trade all lines, whether now 
under the supervision of the Home Office 
or not, and whether they are used for 
public traffic or purely for private traffic. 
That would bring under the supervision 
of the Board of ‘Trade not merely those 
lines which escape supervision, but the 
whole system and the whole network of 
our railways. The greater part of these 
lines are now under the supervision of 
the Home Office, and with regard to the 
portion which escapes supervision my 
right hon. friend has said that means will 
be found to bring them under the super- 
vision of the Home Office. 


*Sir JOSEPH PEASE: When my 
hon. friend the Member for Battersea 
moved this Amendment I think he was 
carrying out a principle which we all 
agreed would have the effect of saving 
life. We have had that principle in front 
of us in everything we have done in 
regard to this Bill. Therefore whether 
the inspection of the railway is in the 
hands of the Board of Trade or the Home 
Office makes very little difference to us in 
that respect. So far as I am personally con- 
cerned, my desire is that all the actual 
travelling railways should be under the 
same supervision as the public lines, and 
I cannot follow the line of argument 
adopted by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Attorney General against this proposal. 


{28 May 1900} 
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Mr. JACKSON : I should like to say a 
word or two in opposition to the statement 
of the hon. Member for the Brightside 
Division that dead buffers are used almost 
entirely on private lines. I think my hon. 
friend who has just sat down would be 
able to tell him that there is some confusion 
in his mind in the way he has spoken of 
private owners’ wagons. Private owners’ 
wagons does not mean that they are 
wagons which are run only on private 
lines. My hon. friend the Member for 
Battersea spoke of there being 500,000 
dead-buffered wagons. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: We had better 
not have any misunderstanding on this 
point. What I said was that out of 
1,000,000 wagons on the railways some 
550,000 were owned by private owners. 
It is impossible for me to name the pre- 
cise number of these wagons that have 
dead buffers as distinguished from those 
owned by the public railways, but they 
must form an enormous proportion. 


Mr. JACKSON: I am very glad that 
we have got that explanation, because 
I rather gathered that the number of 
accidents which the hon. Member for 
Battersea quoted were attributed to acci- 
dents on the private lines. A very large 
number of these dead-buffered wagons are 
laden with coal, and most of the private 
owners’ wagons travel over the public 
railway. Therefore it will be seen that 
they are in no sense confined to the private 
lines. I think the hon. Member for the 
Brightside Division is a little hard upon the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade in the quotation he made 
from the Royal Commission Report, which 
does not apply to the particular urade for 
which the hon. Member was arguing. The 
quotation which he made from the Report 
of the Royal Commission applies to acci- 
dents to railway servants. My right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Trade undertook at the beginning of this 
discussion to try and remedy this defect 
and to take care that these accidents are 
reported. That is a very different 
thing to what my hon. friend who 
has just sat down has been contending 
for, and I think he must have been 
entirely under a misapprehension. What 
the Royal Commission said with regard 
to injuries to railway ,servants and to 
injuries on colliery sidings and lines be- 
longing to the railway company was that 
a considerable number of accidents did 
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occur, and that those accidents were never 
reported to the Home Office or to the 
Board of Trade, and they recommended 
that this difficulty should be removed by 
an obligation to report all accidents 
occurring on private railways or sidings 
owned by the railway companies. 
I think I have clearly stated what 
my right hon. friend undertook to do. 
In any case, I think it would be| 
extremely unwise for him to alter the 
definitions. The Bill is framed in such a 


{COMMONS} 





way that the provisions are applicable to 
railways, and if you alter the definitions | 
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Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade, that the difficulty was not one of 
dual administration but of inspection. 
There are several cases in my own con- 
stituency where mineral traffic is carried 
over a public line for a distance of twenty- 
five or thirty miles, and is there diverted 
to a private line to the docks, where it has 
to be shunted and manipulated, and where 
it is most dangerous. The Board of 
Trade has power to make certain rules 
affecting traffic over the comparatively safe 
main lines, but when the traffic comes to 
the dangerous part the Board loses all 


you upset the foundations of the Bill. I | control over it, and there is no inspection 
do not think that my right hon. friend} where shunting and other dangerous 
would at this stage be justified in making | operations have to be carried on. If the 
such an alteration in the Bill. | President of the Board of Trade wishes 
‘to make the measure effective, he will 

*Mr. CHANNING: The Attorney accept the Amendment. It would be 
General seems to indicate that some | ridiculous, in my judgment, to pass a Bill 
change will be made in another place | giving power to the Board of Trade or 


which will bring these parts of private | 
railways which are not now inspected at | 
all under the purview of the Home Office, | 
but he did not explain why that cannot | 
be done during the progress of the 
Bill through this House. If the 


any other Government Department to 
make rules for regulating trattic passing 
over main lines, and then when the traffic 
comes to the most dangerous part that 
all control of it should be lost. I cer- 
tainly think the right hon. Gentleman 


President of the Board of Trade| would be acting wisely in accepting’ the 
contemplates taking the course which I| Amendment. 

ventured to pig = earlier stage— | *Mn. WRIGHTSON (S 

namely, to deal with the question of the | R. SON (St. Pancras, E.) : 
Home Office connection with these rail-| I hope the Government will not give way 
ways by means of a Departmental Bill— | on this question. I do not think the 
that is intelligible, but I cannot under- crete quite understands that if this 
stand the explanation of the Attorney; Amendment were accepted it would 
General, that this is to be dealt with in | seriously interfere with works in this 
another place in ae Medea this | country. Of course os railway trucks 
Bill. Why cannot we have this Amend-| are moving at a rapid speed over main 
ment before us now, making it perfectly | lines it is proper that there should be 
clear how these cra are to be dealt | protection, oe it would be an immense 
with ? The Attorney General seems to | tax on manufacturers if they had to put 
use as an argument against the acceptance | appliances on all the trucks used in their 
of the Amendment of my hon. friend | own works for moving materials about at 
that it would mean an overlapping of | slow speeds from one workshop to another, 
jurisdiction ; but we have already accepted _and not going upon the main public line. 
the second sub-section of the Clause of | I yey the age “une will not give way 
the right hon. Gentleman the President | in the matter. the Amendment were 
of the Board of Trade, which expressly | accepted it would really reopen the whole 
provides machinery for avoiding the | controversy as regards this Bill. 
difficulty of dual administration. _Logi- | 4 i 

cally and scientifically these railways} *Mr. J. A, PEASE (Northumberland, 
ought to be under the control of the | Tyneside): I feel strongly in favour of 
Board of Trade, and I am bound to say I this Amendment. I admit that the 


see no reason why the Amendment should | owners of railway sidings will be put to 
’ | some inconvenience if the regulations now 
asked for are carried out, but they are 

Mr. FENWICK: I certainly thought | necessary in the interests of the workers. 
at an earlier stage, when we were dis-| A great number of wagons which have 
cussing an Amendment of the right hon. | been condemned by the railway com- 


Mr. Jackson. 


not be accepted. 
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panies are used in these sidings, and they 
imperil the lives and limbs of the workers. 
Again, I should like to point out with 
regard to these railway sidings that many 
of them are actually contributed to by 
the railway companies. The plans and 
levels are submitted to the railway com- 
panies for approval, and they are 
practically part and parcel of the railway | 
system of this country. Because one | 
railway happens to be owned by a com- | 
pany and another privately is no justitica- 
tion, in my opinion, for refusing this 
Amendment. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: It 
is perfectly true that there are extensive 
systems of lines running from the main 
railways, and it is equally true that on 
them a very large proportion of accidents 
take place. The Report of the Railway 
Commission states with reference to dead 
buffers, which are principally used on 
these lines, that “it is desirable that a 
period should be fixed after which no 
dead-buffer wagons should be allowed to 
be used on any railway.” The Com- 
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wagons were so dangerous that they 
should be entirely done away with. I 
appeal to my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Trade to re- 
consider his decision on this matter. 
I venture to think that the Amendment 
is an extension in a_ perfectly safe 
direction, and that it would make the Bill 
more beneficial. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : 
From the point of view of the many 


| thousands of men engaged on sidings in 


large works, I think this Amendment is a 
very vital one. From many years ex- 
perience I am _ convinced that many 
accidents take place on these sidings, 
even when wagons are not moved at any 
great speed. I sincerely hope the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade will see his 
way to accept the Amendment; other- 
wise the advantage of the Bill to the 
workers will be considerably diminished. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 79; Noes, 


mission recommended that dead-buffer 39. (Division List No. 142.) 

AYES. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Fisher, William Hayes Murray, Charles J, (Coventry) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Flower, Ernest Nicholson, William Gra.aim 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) Penn, John 





Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r, 
salfour, RtHnGerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach. Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
sill, Charles | Hanbary,Rt. Hon Robert Wim. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Heath, James 

3ond, Edward | Helder, Augustus 

Boseawen, Arthur Griflith- Henderson, Alexander 
Brassey, Albert Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Cavendish, R. . N. (Lanes.) | Joicey, Sir James 

Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby) | Keswick, William 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Lafone, Alfred 

Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Charrington, Spencer | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Long, Rt. HnWalter(Liverpool 
Curzon, Viscount | Lowles, John 

Doughty, George Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Macdona, John Cumming 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore Maclure, Sir J. William 
Faber, George Denison M‘Killop, James 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Finch, George H. Monckton, Edward Philip 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Morrell, George Herbert 


Godson, SirAugustusFreJerick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 


Phillpetts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newt’n) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Kentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomeon 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.(Christchurech) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G. (OxfdUniv 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, ‘Thomas 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
| Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 
Dewar, Arthur 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duckworth, James 
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Jarlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Green. Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald j 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
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1651 Adjournment— 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Hayne, Rt. Hn Charles Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Maddison, Fred. 


Purvis. Robert 


Another Amendment male. 


Amendment proposed —— 


“In page 6, line 14, at the end, to all the 
words ‘beyond the limits of stations or shunt- 
ing sidings.’ ”. —(Mr. Stuart- Wortley.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. RITCHIE: Tam afraid | cannot 
accept this Amendment of my right hon. 
friend. Although [ recognise asa general 
principle that the Amendment which my 
right hon. friend moves ought to be 
carried out under any rule adopted under | 
this Bill, at the same time there ave 
several large places or stations where there 
are shunting sidings divided for a con- 
siderable distance by the public line—by 
the ordinary running line —and it would | 
be clearly right that the provisions of the 
Bill should be applied to them, while, on 
the other hand, it would not be right that 
those provisions should be applied within 
ordinary station hounds or shunting 
places connected with the station. If the | 
Board of Trade were to make any un- 
reasonable rule with regard to this parti- | 
cular question they would certainly be 
overruled by the Railway Commissioners. 
I hope my right hon. friend will not press 
this Amendment. 


Mr. JACKSON was sorry his right 
hon. friend had spoken so strongly about 
this, because it was distinctly recom- 
mended by the Royal Commission. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment made. 


{COMMONS} 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Sir J. W. (Durham) 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Souttar, Robinson 
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Whitsuntide Recess. 


Steadnran, William Charles 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Wilson, Henry. (York, W.R.) 

Wilson, .J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. John Burns and Mr. 
Joseph A. Pease. 


the meeting of the Committee be referred 
to the Committee; that the Petitioners 


| praying to he heard by themselves, their 


Bill to be read the third time upon | 


Monday, 1&th June. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed to 
a Select Committee of Five Members, 
Three to be nominated by the House, 
and Two by the Committee of Selection. 
Ordered, That all Petitions against | 
the Bill presented Five clear days before | 


Counsel, or Agents, be heard against the 
Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the 


Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 


| power to send for persons, papers, and 


records. 
Ordered, That Three he the quorum. 
(Mr. Hanhury.) 
SUPPLY [2511 WAY]. 
Resolutions reported :— 
1901. 


ESTIMATES, 190V0 


Crass IT. 


CiviL SERVICE 


1. “That a sum, ‘not — exceeding 
£10,486, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 


| payment during the year ending on the 


31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant in 
Dublin and London, and of the Inspectors 
of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Crass TIT. 

2. “ That a sum not exceeding £81,681 
be granted to Her Majesty to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 


Expenses of the Office of the Irish Land 
| Commission.” 


Resolutions agreed to, 


In pursuance of the Order of the House 


‘of the 28th day of this instant May, 


Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at ten 
minutes before ‘Three of the 
clock till Thursday, Mth 
June. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1900. 


List OF RULES, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 


of the House. 
(Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. ) 








; _ Date from which | Period to lie 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. upon the Table. 
ineapieoss eens bol 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ire- 21 May 40 sitting days 


land) Act, 1899,—Copy of Rules made 
under section 3 of the Agriculture and | 
Technical Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899 | 
[62 and 63 Vic., c. 50, s. 28] 


Judicial Trustee Rules,—Copy of Rule made | 21 May | 30 days 
by the Lord Chancellor under the Judicial | 
Trustees Act, 1896 [59 and 60 Vic., c. 35, | 


s. 4 (2)] 


Board of Education,—Copy of Draft Order 21 May 4 weeks 
in Council for transferring to, and making 
exerciseable by, the Board of Education 
certain powers of the Charity Commis- 
sioners [62 and 63 Vic., c. 33, s. 5] 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | 28 May One month 


Act, 1899 (Regulations) [62 and 63 Vic., 
c. 47, 8. 15] | | 


Post Office Savings Bank (Regulations) [50 | 28 May 40 days 


and 51 Vie., ¢. 40, s. 4] 


Trustee Savings Banks (Regulations) [50 | 28 May 40 days 


and 51 Vic., ¢. 40, s. 4] 
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